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ULI FIGHTS FOR SURVIVAL
by J. Reid Hambrick
Professor of Law
Let us try to clarify in our minds the true issue that has
been precipitated by the controversy over the Urban
Law Institute (ULI). As I see it, that issue is whether
the George Washington University is prepared to
acknowledge and reaffirm its responsibility to the
Washington community, which is 80 percent Black, to
teach it to deal with and ameliorate its miserable
human problems of housing, welfare, employment
opportunities,
and
racial discrimination
and
exploitation,
through
legal advocacy, using
conventional channels of legal redress.
The ULI has, chosen its mission to be a Teaching
Law Firm, to train young black lawyers to go forth
into the seething ghettoes of Washington and all our
large metropolitan areas to apply what they have been
taught in the classrooms of George Washington

University Law School and in the black neighborhoods
of the Washington area. ULI is not a public interest law
firm. It is a law firm for poor people. It is not
concerned with individual grievances, so much as larger
issues that are capable of development into enduring
solutions of problems that affect large groups and
classes of people.
The ULI is a special project of the Legal Services
Program (LSP) of the Office of Economic Opportunity
(OEO, popularly known as the "War on Poverty"),
funded by OEO, not our University, and subject to the
same statutory and professional integrity in behalf of
poor clients, as are applicable to Legal Services offices
throughout the United States.
In order to understand the present impasse, you
must understand and recognize that a Legal Services
attorney is in a position that demands stringent
protection. He represents a poor client, but is paid by a
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third party. In such circumstances the legal profession
insists that the attorney must not be influenced by that
third party. Here, of course, that third party is the U.S.
Government: Even so, the attorney must not be
influenced by any outside third party in how he
represents the client. He must still devote his whole
heart and mind to the interests of his client, and strive
'earnestly and conscientiously to leave no honorable
stone unturned in the effort to secure the legal and
constitutional rights of the client; notwithstanding that
political administrators
may deplore the course of
action determined by the attorney to be in the best
interests of his client. In short, my dear friends. the
Legal Services attorney is to represent the poor with
the
sa me professional
fidelity,
integrity; and
competence as with a private, paying client; The bane
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KRAMER: "It has always remained the Law Center's
intention to keep the University removed from
participation in the direct practice of law and to
concentrate our efforts on the academic end where
we felt that we had the talent, energies and basic
knowledge. "

CAHN: "The 'law school must expand its walls to
include the urban environment in which it is
situated."

JEAN CAMPER CAHN

DEAN ROBERT KRAMER

SEVERANCE: WHY?
The Dean Acts

Jean Cahn Fights Decision

The National Law Center of George Washington, University is deeply committed
I made up my mind to come to GW two d~ys after Ki~g was assassinated because
to the fulfillment of its role as a national center of legal education. We have what is I personally felt that somehow I had to try to bridge the gap between black and
today perhaps the country's' most extensive program in poverty and urban law. We white. I didn't know if there was anyone else who could do it-or if I could do it. I
have been and are dedicated to attempting new approaches to legal education in; a only knew I had to try. And I had a terrible feeling that time was running out-for
number of critically relevant and important areas of poverty and urban law, andwe
me, for all of us. Somehow, whatever I could give to others, I had to try. It was' a
will strive to improve and expand our program in these areas. We have no intention
stop gap kind of effort-just trying to put a finger in the dike to buy time for this
of ,limiting our clinical commitment - our commitment to the first-hand study of
city and for all of us.
,
law in the world beyond the classroom. In fact, we are in the process of expanding
Then, as time went by and I watched the impact which courses and field work
this commitment by changing its emphasis from a limited graduate, or post Juris
had on the LLM's and compared it to the much greater impact which it had on the
Doctor (JD) program, to an extensive program directly involving many more
undergraduate law students, I realized that everything I stood for and had worked for
undergraduate law students.
and had written about might go down the drain if all my concern' didn't go into
We are not terminating the entire program of the Urban Law Institute. Quite the
trying to change legal education. It became clear that by the time a student reached
contrary. We will continue the Mawter of Laws (LL.M.) program in Urban Legal the third year in law school, he was pretty well locked intellectually. And it became
Studies no matter what the future holds for the Urban Law Institute and its funding.
clearer and clearer as I worked with the LLM candidates and they worked with
We will retain Professor Rothschild's course, Problems of the Consumer, as well as his community groups, that the real payoff was with the undergraduates. So I stopped
clinical program under the Consumer Protection Center; Professor Starr's course,
thinking about GW as simply a one year commitment and decided I would have to
Housing the Poor, and his associated field work; Professor Kuhn's course, Current.
devote my energies to'trying to change legal education and change the way law
Problems in Civil Rights; Professors Allen and Courtless' course The Police and the
students looked at the law.
Community; Professor Carlson's course, Economic Development Planning for the
And so' after making that commitment, you can perhaps understand why I feel so
Inner City; and a number of others. Any suggestions that urban legal studies atGW
strongly about this decision and why I don't enjoy being kicked out and having three
will be ignored is totally without foundation in fact. We anticipate program
years of work destroyed.
re-direction and expansion - not reduction. The academic program developed as part
I want the Urban Law Institute to stay at G.W. and I feel that a great deal hinges
of the Urban Law Institute will continue - in fact, it wiil even be expanded. The upon the outcome of this controversy. I would only hope that each student at this
only action taken by the National Law Center in regard to the Urban Law Institute is law school would personally take this matter seriously and would take a stand-one
that the Law Center will no longer serve, as an intermediary which transmits OEO way or the other-but at least take a stand as the result of conscious deliberation.
funds to the Urban Law Institute for field work at its 19th Street office.
There are several things that disturbed me about Dean Kramer's statement.
A basic question has been raised - why is the National Law Center taking such
First, he charged me and other lawyers at the Institute of being guilty of
action?
practicing law. And he made it sound as if that were something dirty and
Last summer we informed Professor Jean Cahn and OEO that the National Law dishonorable and in violation of what any self-respecting law professor would do. I
Center would no longer accept direct Government funding for certain field work
happen to feel proud of practicing law. I feel that this is the most honorable
aspects of our Urban Law program. We made this decision because the Institute was profession to which one can belong in this society. And I happen to feel that it is the
evolving into a large public interest law firm over which the University had no legal profession which is the best hope we have to pull back from the brink towards
control. With this evolution the educational component of the Institute became a which we seem headed. I also believe that there is nothing incompatible between the
(see KRAMER, p.4)

(see CAHN, p. 5)
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Kramer's Reasoning Defective
by Eliot Stanley
MYTH:
A law school
which embarks
on the
"practice
of law" is somehow
departing
from the
mainstream
of legal education and from the traditional
and central mission of a law school
FACT:
Clinical
education
is no longer
even
avant-garde.
The intellectual
position
advanced
by
Dean Kramer would
place GW at odds with that
accepted
by nearly every law school in the country
(not just the first rate ones, but the second and third
class ones as well); with the Chief Justice of the United
States;
with the Council
on Legal Education
for
Professional
Responsibility;
with
the
American
Association of Law Students.with the Student Practice
Rules adopted
in approximately
thirty states in the
United States including the District of Columbia. GW
has not even applied, to this day, for a grant to support·
clinical
legal education
to the Council
on Legal
Education
for Protessional
Responsibility.
And the
work of the Urban Law Institute,
far from being a
financial drain on the GW Law School more than pays
its keep. The position
advanced with such earnestness
by Dean Kramer has been discarded in principle and in
practice by every responsible organization
in the field
of legal education.
MYTH:
Law schools
should not engage in the
practice of law.
FACT: Virtually
evervIew school in the country
now engages in some form of clinical education which
gives academic
credit to students engaging in certain
phases of litigation and pre-litigation
work. GW itself
operates a Students in the Court Program; has a Legal
Aid program - and has proposed to set up a program
in Anacostia, which would take consumer class actions.
The distinguishing
feature
of the Urban
Law
Institute is not that its attorneys engage in the practice
of law, rather it engages in non-litigative
forms of legal
representation;
it eschews
a band-aid
approach
to
securing
remedies
for pervasive forms of injustice.
Perhaps, the real danger is that it might go beyond
providing the trappings of legal representation
- and
actually
utilize the skills of the profession
to bring
Justice to the poor.
MYTH: The Urban Law Institute is a public interest
Jaw firm.
Its mission
is therefore
fundamentally
different from the educational
and training function of
the law school.
FACT: The Urban Law Institute
is a teaching law
firm
which
provides
actual
training
through
representation
of real clients. It uses the wide range of
cI ients and issues brought
to it as a source
of
open-ended
empirical knowledge about legal
which might never otherwise
have come to
the use of Department
of Transportation
build highways
which tear down sections

problems
light: e.g.
money to
of a city

being built up with urban renewal funds form the
Department
of Housing and Urban Development.
It
provides that training in grappling with live facts and
live clients which contrasts
vividly with what Chief
Justice Burger has termed the autopsy,
post-mortem
approach
of the appellate
case study method.
But
besides instilling
new skills and new sensitivities
in
lawyers,
it also provides
a unique
instrument
for
empirical
research,
problem.
solving
and
legal
scholarship.
The proof of this assertion is to be found
in the case studies to be published this coming fall; and
the new curriculum materials that have been developed
from actual field experience for such courses as federal
programs and community
organization.
F ICTI ON:
GW law
school
can
not
take
responsibility
for the operations of a "law firm" that it
does not control and does not have the resources to
_destroy

FACT: The law school is not now being asked to
take responsibility
for or to pay the cost of this law
firm. It would be contrary to the Code of Professional
Responsibility
and recent
ethical
opinions
handed
down by the Ethics Committee
of the ABA for the
Law School to attempt to intervene on a case-by-case
basis with the handling of specific matters. GW faculty
are not being drained nor their course load or duties
increased by the activities of ULI. The administrative
operation
of ULI is more than adequately
paid for by
the OEO grant. According to Dean Kramer, there have
been no complaints
received concerning the quality of
professionalism
which the Urban Law Institute lawyers
have displayed
over the past years -- a remarkable
statement
in view of the inherently
experimental,
nature of the undertaking,
past funding problems and
the inevitable
experience
of U.M candidates
and
undergraduates
in the actual practice of law.
MYTH:
GW La~ School intends to continue its
urban curriculum.
FACT: As Professor
Rothschild
has stated, with
respect
to the consumer
law course,
it will be
impossible
to maintain
that course as it presently
functions
without
special
funding.
The
clinical
activities are the course; without them, the course no'
longer exists. The same is true of Federal Programs and
Community
Organization. which are unique products of
ULI's curriculum
development
work and the result of
the case histories developed
by a Washington
based
teaching
law firm. To say that other courses will be
continued
is to perpetrate
a hoax upon the students.
Theinput
from
a changing
world which the ULI
provides to a broad spectrum
of courses in the law
school will cease effective
June 30. Dean Kramer
should have said: as of June 30, 1971, the world of
urban law at GW will become static on June 30, 1971,.
MYTH:
OEO will and should fund the Urban
Law Institute as an independent
entity. GW can then
continue
to reap the benefits. And if OED does not
fund ULI, OEO is at fault and not GW.
FACT: It was understood
from the very beginning
that the Urban Law Institute
would not be funded
except
through
an acedemic
institution.
Initial
attempts
to make the Neighborhood
Legal Service
Program the grantee and sponsor of the field work
component
were rejected. A subcontract was permitted
- but ultimate responsibility,
lodged with GW.
The reason was simple
altering
legal education
institution
which engaged

It was insisted had to be

_ there would be no way of
systematically
unless the
in field activities and which

generated new bodies of experience studies and clinical
material
were an integral
part of the "academic
fraternity."
No law book publisher would publish and
distribute
such materials without the imprimatur
of a
law school; law schools would not attempt
to utilize
such materials or approaches
if the parent law school,
GW, were not prepared
to take responsibility
and
vouch for the quality and utility of the materials and
the methodology.
Finally,
it should be pointed
out that
consistently
refused to fund a public interest
here in Washington,
D.C. _ and is unlikely

OED has
law firm
to in the

future. It funds Ulland
permits it to carryon certain
functions that a national poverty law firm would carry
on only
because
such field work
is inexorably
intertwined
with its educational
mission.
MYTH:
The severing of ties with ULI in no way
means that GW desires to abdicate its responsibility
to
the community.
FACT:
Elementary
tort law states that a man
intends the reasonably foreseeable
consequences
of his
acts. When the actions
of a university
effectively
a halfmillion
dollar teaching law firm which

serves
the
community
and
provides
a largely
disenfranchised
population with a means peaceably to
petition their government
for a redress of grievances.
When that resource is destroyed; no provision has been
made, and no guarantee
could be made that that
resource will be available for the coming year except
by continued
GW sponsorship.
GW will be held
accountable
for the consequences
of its actions. The
community
has already spoken to this point. It can be
expected to continue to do so. And irrespective of the
ultimate
outcome
of this matter,
Dean Kramer's
actions to date cannot but draw into serious question
the genuiness of the law school's commitment
to the
community and even to the rule of law itself.
MYTH:
The Urban Law Institute was created to
benefit the undergraduate
students of GW University
and it does not do so. Therefore
it should
be
abandoned.
FACT: George Washington Law School received the
grant in trust - not just for GW's aggrandizement
but as an investment
in reforming legal education for
every law school and as an investment that ultimately
would payoff
in increasing the capacity of the legal
system to provide Justice for the poor. To change legal
education required the building of a solid body of new
curriculum material and a structure for supervision that
can effectively
utilize
and train
law students
at
different
stages in their professional
education.
It is
one of the great ironies of Dean Kramer's decision that
he is severing relationships
with the Urban Law
Institute
just as ULI had reached
that point of
development
where
entirely
new- and
carefully
structured
course materials had been completed
and
when a viable supervisory
structure had evolved after
much trial and failure with several variations of the
"contract out" method of student supervision.
Dean Kramer is thus betraying
those GW law
students who had every right to expect that at some
point
they
would
be the
beneficiary
of this
investment
- but even more, he is breaking faith with
future generations of law students acro~s the country,
at every law school, and with future generations of the
poor who were explicitly contemplated
to be the direct
beneficiaries
of a major and sustained' investment
in
legal education by OED.
This grant was not given for the aggrandizement
of
one institution.
This program has not been a financial
drain on GW. Quite to the contrary. This program in a
varety of tangible and intangible
ways has already
benefitted
undergraduates
by
subsidizing
the
development
of numerous undergraduate
law courses and most notably by involving hundreds of students in
the
Consumer
Law
clinical
course.
It has
substantially
enhanced the status. of the law school vis
a vis
D.C.
been
group

other law schools and 'vis a vis the Washington,
community
which is more than 75% black. It has
a major inducement
for recruitment
for minority
students. Those benefits, tanqible and intangible'

are real - and are not readily come by. But they are
virtually inconsequential
compared with the expected
payoff
that evaluators,
scholars,
OEO officials,
educators, and practitioners
all have stated the ULI will
y.ield in the future. Dean Kramer's decision irrevocably
deprives GW and this nation's
students,
present and
future, of real return on a million dollar investment.
MYTH:
A decision has been made. 'It is final and
irrevocable. Nothing more can be done.
FACT: It is nowhere apparent on its face that the
Dean's decision is final, unappealable
- or that the
Dean is the only person to have a voice in this
matter.To
date, neither the faculty, the students, nor the community
have been consulted. And in matters of
this gravity, the democratic process premises that there
are wiser alternatives
to unilateral decision making and possibly more authorative
forums than governance
by fiat
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VAN VLECK FINALS:
(from
General), William W. Rhenquist
Joel Birkin.

I. to r.l Gary
(Aut Attorney

Strausberg,
General),

Fred Wolf, Irwin N. Griswold
Clark Mollenhoff
Esq, Jonathon

(Solicitor
Broome,

THE WINNERS:

Gary Strausberg

and fred Wolf; See story,

-

p. 7.
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BALSA: Kromer's Act

•

by Jerome DuncanDean Kramer has told tne
Urban Law Institute and its
Director, Jean Camper Cahn to
get out -- close up shop -leave
George
Washington
University.
We call upon the community,
upon our fellow law students,
upon the law school faculty and
upon
the
University
administration to overturn this
action by Dean Kramer. It is
racist. It is immoral. It destroys
an institution. It destroys every
black lawyer' who aspires to
excellence.
It is professional
genocide.
We charge Dean Kramer with
racism. We base that charge on
the following grounds:
1. The Director of the Urban
Law Institute is black. She is the
only black professor on the Law
.School Faculty. She is a lawyer
of national reknown, a legal
scholar
whose writings are
widely regarded as classics. She
is the founder of the Office of
Economic
Opportunity
Legal
Services program and can, if
anyone can, lay claim to being
the nation's foremost expert on
poverty law. But she is black.
And Dean Kramer wants her
out.
2. The Urban Law Institute is
supported by a 600 thousand
dollar grant from OEO: The
institute pays for itself. It is not
a financial liability. In fact, it
.subsi di zes faculty
salaries,
student
fellowships,
and
curriculum development for the
entire law school. But' Dean
Kramer wants it out.
3. The Urban Law Institute
and its Director, Jean Camper
Cahn,
were
t he
major
inducement which led black law
stu dents
to choose
George
Washington
over other
law
schools. Her reputation and that
of the Institute made us feel that
law could be relevant and that
being a lawyer could be a way in
which we could serve our people
, with integrity. We need the
special training the Urban Law
Institute provides, the constant
actual experience, the supervised
field activity, the scrutiny in
seminar to enable us to make the
law an instrument of Justice
rather than repression for our
people. The Urban Law Institue
under
Jean' Camper Cahn's
direction can give us that. Dean
Kramer wants it out.
4. The Urban Law Institute
se rves
predominantly
black
client groups, both
in' the
Nation's capitol -which is
75% black -and across the
country . Sometimes it works
with the system -~
helping
draft a freedom of Information
Act for the District of Columbia,
and a new Commercial Code or
working to design some way of
dealing
with the flood of
landlord
tenant
cases.
Sometimes it fights the system
-- it brought a land mark case
to obtain equality of municipal
services for Anacostia or when it
secured an injunction against the
House District Committee' for
printing documents injurious to
black children in the District, or
when it filed a petition with the
FCC to prevent the renewal of a
TV license to WMAL·TV or
when it intervened to secure
funding for the National Clients

Councilor
the Reginald Heber people butto future generations
Smith Program, or when it to come who will need the kind
provided representation to the of ski lIe_d, creative, specially
trained lawyers that the Urban
WashinQton Area Construction
Task Force or to the HUD Law Institute is pioneering in
employees task force. It serves training. The products of m,
the black community' and black law schools are virtually useles
interests
locally
and after graduation. The law is the
nationally. It does the job with white man's game. The products
of the Urban Law Institute
unique
effectiveness
and
training
have skills directly
maintains the highest standards
and needed.
Black
of professionalism. Dean Kramer relevant
people need that kind of lawyer.
wants it out.
Dean Kramer intends to make
5. The Urban Law Institute
certain that the quality of
has been the one major factor
which
has changed George representation to black people
Washington Law School from a -- now and in the future -- is
Jaw school widely regarded as truncated.
For the first time, legal
mediocre and third rate to a law,
education
was beginning to
school
with
a nationwide
change,
to become
reputation as being the center of really
relevant
and to offer to
experimentation
in clinical
work, in urban law, in poverty
law. The three year '1.5 million
doltar
investment
made in
curriculum
development. has
helped develop new and relevant
materials
in consumer
law,
corporate law, civil procedure,
federal
programs,
police
by Ralph Wolff
community
relations,
Last year I participated in
community
organization,
has one of the several ULI coursesbeen the direct product of the Community
Organization/
Urban
Law
Institute's,
Federal Programs (453Al- and
involvement in actual problems found it to be one of my most
which
beset
the'
black
rewarding,
and enlightening
community.
The Urban Law experiences 'in law school. By
Institute has given to the whole having ULI clients come into the
academic world -- but it has classroom
and
recoristruct
not merely studied or exploited
factual occurrences in the same
black people and their problems fragmented
manner as they
-- to create a few text books transpired in the actual case, the
and a' few curriculum materials. class was forced to grapple with
It has given to.the community as legal problems without being
presented with all the facts, or
much as it has taken -- and
the
luxury of
much, of what it has learned of having
to formulate a
could only have been learned contemplation
because it did 'actually serve response. the client's need for
was
immediate.
community
groups.
Dean counsel
Responses were necessary to
Kramer says an institution which
advise him then and there of the
actually ,serve~ the community
potential legal issues involved
has no place in a law school.
the initial steps (and
Now that the Urban Law and
Institute
has given George alternativesl to be taken.
Future sessions were devoted
Washington a good reputation,
to seeing the case through with
some good curriculum materials;
the second highest number of additional facts and the creation
black students in a white law of additional strategies.
school in the country and a
There is no doubt in my
reputation for excellence, Dean
mind
that
the
invaluable
Kramer wants to discard the
experience
gained by this
Urban Law Institute and its
educational
approach
has
Director Jean Camper Cahn. The
sharpened
my' skills as an
Law School has the Urban Law
attorney.
Moreover,
the
Institute
materials,
its
sensitivities
I derived from
reputation,
and
its racial
dealing with real clients with real
integration. It can even attract
problems have heightened my
foundation
money from the
awareness of the responsibilities
Ford Foundation for the first
of an attorney to his client and
time.
So the Urban Law
his profession.
Institute, its black director, and
the problems of the black people
of America are no longer
Law students are peculiarly
needed. They have served their unprepared to deal with real life
"purpose" for the university. So situations in an attorney/client
Dean Kramer wants the Urban cnntpxt
I i1W firms recoqnize
Law Institute out.
We see that adds up to racism
-- pure and simple. We say that
means a white university -- a
university,
which has only
recently desegregated, has used
black
people for its own
institutional
profit
and
explo itation,
We charge that. Dean Kramer,
a lawyer, is willing to deny the
right to counsel to black people
who can not get the quality and
creativeness
of 'professional
representation provided by the
Urban Law Institute.
We say that Dean Kramer is
denying the right to counsel not
only to this generation of black

Innovative

,

Racist

black law students a chance to destroy her works, to exploit her
use
their
own
personal
contributions and to insure that
k nowl edge,
experience
and for the foreseeable future, black
identity
as the basis for lawyers remain second class
developing
a new kind of members of the profession. He
professional role for lawyers. wants to leave us without
For too long, black lawyers ha~e anyone to whom we relate and
been
forced
by economic thus ultimately destroy us. We
necessity to do less than their - are aware that Mrs. Cahn has
utmost to insure that Equal sparked
the
fight
against
Justice under Law became a dis c rim ina t ion
i n bar
Reality. Now for the first time, examinations. The American Bar
we have a chance. Jean Camper Association
admits it. We
Cahn is to us a symbol of the wonder if most people know
kind of lawyer we want to be that she did it despite an
-the kind of integrity and attempt of Dean Kramer to
professionalism
and creativity muzzle
her. Perhaps Dean
we want to have. We want to Kramer is counting on our not
deserve and gain the respect of knowing that she interceded
the black community just as she there as well as helped to get us
has done.
Dean Kramer is
(see BALSA, p. 9)
working now to undermine and

Approach

Essential

this: most frankly admit that it
takes as much as several years
experience before an attorney
can effectively and responsibly
serve his clients. Law schools
have recognized this truism too.
The
case
method
is now
recognized as presenting only a
sterile factual situation, largely
unrelated
to the fragmented
facts that are presented by a
client in the development of
Iegal representation
of that
client's needs. Moreover, law
students
are predominantly
unaware of the sensitivities
required to represent clients of
differing ethnic backgrounds.
Only by an awakening of these
sensitivities,
and
more
important, by training in how to
deal with them, can law students
translate their capabilities into
meaningful leqal representation.
As a third year law student
who
has
participated
in
extracurricular activities ranging
from legal aid to law review, I
believe that clinical education in
the form of actual client contact
with real clients is essential for
the development of responsible
attorneys. While proficiency in
legal research and knowledge of
substantive
law cannot
be
downgraded, clinical law courses
provide all law students with the
opportunity
to apply those
'principles learned in law school
under the supervision of attorneys
who have time to assist students
along with his client. The
strength
of any
student,
participation
in
an
attorney/client
relationship,
however,
depends, primarily

No Minimum

'upon the preparation of students
to deal responsibly with the
problems presented by a client.
In this regard, the ULI has been
instrumental
in developing
innovative courses which serve as
a bridge between the classroom
and the community.
Other ULI sponsored courses
that I have taken since my initial
involvement
have
only
reaffirmed my belief in this
innovative
approach
to law
school education.
I strongly
believe that the developing ULI .
posture
toward
clinical
education serves as an optimum
training tool. Clinical education
should be -- and presently is,
thanks to the ULI --- a two step
approach: classroom sensitivity
development
and actual field
work
under
the aegis of
practicing
attorneys.
Without
the
U L1, this
successful
approach will be lost to the law
school. Without the chance of
the ULI to refine and further
. broaden
this
method,
an
invaluable experiment will be
killed before fruition.
Even the OEO evaluators of
the ULI have recognized the
significant contribution the ULI
makes in redifining not only
legal education, but clinical legal
education
as well.
These
evaluators, from all over the
country, strongly urged that the
ULI be given a resounding vote
of confidence. Their evaluation
did riot equivocate: the ULI
should be given a minimum of 5
years
to
continue
its
Idevelopment of innovative law
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KRAMER, from p.l

Several

Questions

very small part of itatotat effort. This can readily be seen by the fact that OEO
provided over $600,000 last year for an effort which primarily involved about 30
students in field work at the 19th Street office. We concluded that such an enterprise
could best be operated under the direct supervision of OEO with direct Government
funding: Since that decision was made, we have continually stated our willingness to
work with the Urban Law Institute in conducting educational activities in the field of
urban law. We stand ready to accept a grant from OEO for fellowships in urban law,
to send our students to the Urban Law Institute for clinical experience, to foster
continuing relationships between our faculty and the Urban Law Institute and to
cooperate fully in the educational programs of the Institute. We are not willing, .
however, to take responsibility for a public interest law firm. We have fully
supported U LI for three years to enable it to incorporate and establish its
independent field program. Now we believe that parts of the field work, if successful,
should be funded independently of the University.
We never contemplated that the University would operate a large law firm and
engage directly in the parctice of law. The University originally submitted a proposal
for (1) graduate education (LL.M.) and (2) field training (to be conducted wholly by
. the Neighborhood Legal Services Program and funded directly by OEO to NLSP), to
the Office of Economic Oportunity in March of 1968. The first paragraph under
"Objectives" was as follows (in part):
"The National Law Center of the George Washington University proposes to
institute a novel and unique graduate studies program leading to a Master of Laws
(LL.M.) degree. The program would be specifically designed to provide a new kind of
academic training to a corps of law school graduates enrolled in the VISTA program,
who would be living in poverty areas and working with community organizations and
in neiqhborhood law offices. Other law school graduates, who .are not VISTA
volunteers, also will be eligible for matriculation within the program. In addition,
courses within the program will be open to undergraduate law school students."
It is apparent from the above that, while pre-JD degree students might register for
some of the graduate courses, the main intent was to establish a graduate academic
program. It was to ~e, totally academic in that no supervision of field projects by the
Law Center was anticipated. Under this proposed program, which was the beginning
of the ,Urban L,aw Institute, the Neighborhood Legal Services Program was to directly
supervls~ th~ field work. That is, the propose I was clearly two-pronged at inception.
The University would take the responsibility for the academic side through the
courses, and another group or organization (N LSP) would assume the direct
responsibility for the field work.
It has always remained the Law Center's intention to keep the University removed
from participation in the direct practice of law and to concentrate our efforts on the
ac~demic end where we felt that we had the talent, energies and basic knowledge. To
this end, and to be certain there were no misunderstandings concerning the Law
.Center's position in regard to involvement in the direct practice of law manifesting
itself in the form of a memorandum by the Dean of the Law Center to Professor Jean
Cahn on September 2, 1969, in her capacity as Director of the Urban Law Institute
stating:
.
r
"Would you please follow these guidelines for the work of the Urban
Law Institute until further notice from me. The Institute is not to be a
plaintiff or moving party in any preceding in any court or before any
administrative agency or body, nor is it to be the attorney or counsel
for any party in such a proceeding without prior written consent from
me.
Robert Kramer"
In May 1970, ProfessorCahn submitted a proposal to Dean Kramer for the ULI
to directly operate its own large law firm. Dean Kramer suggested that such a
proposal be directly funded by OEO, since the U LI was now an independent
corporation.
Professor Cahn stated that the Institute needed another year of
preparation before it could assume complete responsibility for administering a direct
OEO grant. Dean Kramer then approved the proposal but notified Professor Cahn
that this approval was given only on the basis that this was to be the final year of
OEO funding of such field work through the Law Center. Furthermore, on May 20,
1970, after several discussions concerning the position of the Institute in regard to
the direct practice of law, a memorandum was sent to Professor Cahn stating:
"The proposed budget and other funding proposals for the Urban
Law Institute for 1970-71 have my approval subject, however, to the
following conditions:
1) Under no circumstances is the Institute or the National Law
Center or The George Washington University to engage in the practice
of law. This means that as stated in my memorandum of September 2,
1969, that the Institute, the Law Center, or the University is not to be
a plaintiff or moving party in any proceeding in any court or before any
administrative agency or body, nor is it to be the attorney or counsel
for any party in such a proceeding.
2) In addition, the Institute, the Law Center, or the University is not
to operate a law firm of any kind.
Robert Kramer
Dean
J.C. Cahn"
(added in pen to the inserted following " ... or before any administrative agency or body ... " were the words, "other than informally before the administartive agency")
In June of 1970, the University was engaged in the negotiation of the present
grant from OEO and refused to sign the contract for re-funding for 1970-71, in part
because of a disagreement over the overhead percentaqe to be paid by OEO. The
negotiations were completed only after the University agreed to make up the
overhead deficit from its own funds. The University agreed to cover this deficit only
because the University Budget Director was informed by the Dean of the Law Center
that this would be the last year of funding through the University. Dean Kramer
informed him and Professor Cahn at that time that we would go ahead for this final
year in order to allow the Institute to make preparations for direct funding for the
year 1971-72. The University then signed the agreement and, based upon this
condition, (i.e. the last year of OEO funding through the University), put thousands
of dollars into the project for the year 1970-71, and the Law Center gave almost
maximum autonomy to the Urban Law Institute by reducing supervision to an
absolute minimum, because of the decision reached in June 1970 and reflected in a
memorandum sent to Professor Cahn, dated July 9, 1970, stating:

'Pertinent'

"In accordance with our previous conversations, would you please
take whatever steps are necessary so that after June 30, 1971, the,
Urban Law Institute will no longer receive any funds from or through
the George Washington University. Instead, the Institute should receive
all its funds directly from OEO or other sources.
I realize' that this requires much planning, but I am confident that
with a full year to accomplish this, it can be done most advantageously.
,
'Robert
Kramer
Dean'"
This was followed by a memorandum dated August 10, 1970 which was
hand-carried to Mr. Lenzner, the then Director of Legal Services of OEO, by
Associate Dean Potts. It read as follows:
"Gentlemen:
'
,
The George Washington University has decided that after its present
contract with OEO expires on June 30, 1971, the University will no
longer fund the activities of the Urban Law Institute. This means that
after that date the Urban Law Institute will no longer receive any funds
from or through the University, and, in the case of 01:0, any OEO
funds for the Institute should be transmitted directly from OEO to the
Institute (or in any event such funds should not be given by OE'O to the;
Universitv for transmittalto the Institute).
'
Yours truly,
Robert Kramer
Dean"
On September 11, 1970, the Law Center faculty was informed of this decision
and discussed it briefly (as had the Faculty Advisory Committee), and the minutes of
that meeting (setting forth this decision) were posted on the bulletin board for the
student body to read, as is customary.
In view of the above' sequence of events, several questions are pertinent.
Why has this issue of the decision made in June of 1970 been raised with the news
media et al at this time?
'
Is it true that OEO will not fund the field program directly for the next fiscal
year? If so, why? We know of no valid reasons for a refusal (direct funding by OEO
will eliminate the University overhead expense and so save government money).
Has a proposal ever been submitted to OEO by ULI for direct funding of the law
office on 19th Street for 1971·72? If not, why not?
If UII seriously wanted to prosecute the Anacostia suit, why hadn't it assured
itself of the funding necessary to carry it through?
Who has authority to speak for OEO in these matters?
The signer of the last letter we received from OEO has already left the agency.
What effect, if any, does the current special GAO audit, instituted since this last
letter to us from OEO, have upon the position of OEO in 'dlrect.fundtnq by it ofthe
ULI?
The field program of the Urban Law Institute now, in effect, amounts to the
actual operation of a large law office engaging directly in the practiceoof law. In
short, it is a public-interest law firm This is a far cry from the anticipated field work
under the first two years of grants providing for field supervision and training of
Vista lawyers by the Neighborhood Legal Services Program Director, whereby NLSP
was obligated to furnish:
"(a) lawyers to supervise the work of these VISTA lawyers,
(b) adequate work assignments for all VISTA lawyers
(c) secretarial and administrative support of these VISTA lawyers,
and
(d) adequate office space to enablethese
their work,"

VISTA lawyers to perform

In addition, NLSP was to " .. .furnish monthly reports on all VISTA lawyers ... ,
and to " ... provide all necessary information to enable GWU to furnish progress
reports on this program to the Office of Economic Opportunity every four months,"
We do not feel that the present field program which the Director of the Urban
Law Institute insists upon is an effective and efficient way to utilize the limited
human talents, energies and desperately thin financial re~ources of this University.
We do not believe that we can provide adequate supervision for a program of this
magnitude. Many want to compare our position to the University financing of a
hospital and clinic. One need only look at the critical fund shortages suffered by our
medical school and hospital to realize the utter practical futility of the University
financing a law firm, to say nothing of the enormous staffs required. Moreover, a far
more feasible approach would seem to be one followed by many other hospitals that is, the hospital is responsible for its own funding, and the University supplies the
teaching staff and academic program.
'
We have looked upon this Law Center's function as giving a start to certain
innovative and imaginative legal education programs whenever possible and practical.
Then, after giving them a chance to gain momentum, we hope and expect that they
will go on to further fruition and independent development to take their proper
place in the community without the restrictions which an educational institution
must necessarily impose.
Now that the Urban Law Institute is individually incorporated, and now that it
has had the' opportunity for three years under the sponsorship of this University to
develop its field program, is it not logical and feasible for this work to be directly
financed by OEO? Should this be done, the University will cooperate fully. in
working out details for a continued relationship to the independently funded Urban
Law Institute in order to provide an attractive and worthwhile academicproqram to
be available for those doing field "Work forthe Institute. We so notified OEO d!lJin
only a few weeks ago.
Is this not the most effective way for this University to utilize its very limited
resources by training in large numbers future lawyers, at both the pre 'and post JD
levels, to work in communities all over the nation and to prepare them to directly
assist in the search for sound solutions for their most difficult problems? Does this
not allow us to promote many different programs over a brief time span, again with
limited resources?
We believe it is the correct approach, and therein lies the basis for our decision of
some nine months ago.
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We Cannot Default On Our Obligation
practice of law and the teaching of law when the two are melded into a continuous
interchange-and the closer we can bring the two, the better off we will all be.
Far from denying that we practiced law, I am proud of the role that we played in
bringing about a number of important decisions affecting the lives of the poor, both
in the District and nationally. And most of those decisions would not have been
possible had we lacked the staying power and the legal expertise to fight up to-and
through-the courts if needed.
'
Just as disturbing to me is the quality of intolerance and absolute authority which
sets the basic tone and pattern of Dean Kramer's remarks and actions. This quality
pervades the substance of hisremarks-which
admit of no room for pluralism in legal
education.
It applies to the procedure he followed-which
admitted of no room for
consultation, for dialogue or shared decision making with either faculty, students or
community.
It applies to his definition of reality-which excludes the possibility of any
conceivable educational benefit from contact with black people, poor people, or even
live people-actual clients.
It applies to his definition of the law schools' obligation to the community-its
mission-which
appears to exclude application of the unique resources of a
cojnmunitv of scholars to devise solutions to those fundamental sources of grievances
which, this day, gravely imperil the rule of law in a free society.
My response is not to try to win battle of technicalities with the Dean over the
wording or meani~g of various memos which issued forth under his signature. What
does disturb me is the absolute, conclusory and authoritarian tone OT his
statement-as
if there can be no possible room for questioning the position that any
involvement of the law school, however indirect, in law practice is taboo. I would
suppose that on the GW Law Faculty, there area number of different ideas about
this question. And I am not even sure that my tentative philosophy, as stated in the
excerpts from a recent article which Edgar and I wrote for the Yale Law Journal, is
by any means the most "radical" view on this faculty. I do hold that "the law school
must expand its walls to include the urban environment in which it is situated," a
phrase which may mean something to a black person which it does not mean to a
white-and which carries with it, in my life, a commitment to act, to do more than
simply study the community as if it were a dead culture or a static organism-a
commitment to make the teaching process within the law school something which
assists in designing and building institutions within the community. The Dean talks
about' "education"
in terms which very nearly exclude any concept of the
educational process as taking place outside the "walls" of the National Law Center.
At one point in his press conference he stated that the educational effect of a public
interest law firm-I call it, a teaching law firm-is minimal. I dissent. More important,
I consider there must be room for_such dissent-for that largeness of spirit which is
essential to free intellectual inquiry.
The same pattern arises when one considers the procedure by which this decision
was reached. My point, once again is not to become involved in a debate over
interpretations of memoranda. To Dean Kramer's contention of "notice," I respond
that the ULI had to "exhaust its administrative remedies." But the fundamental issue
remains: in a society as torn as ours, with money as scarce as it is for effective
programs, with the degree of racial polarity that exists in our society, with a program
that Dean Kramer pointed out had generated no critical correspondence of any kind,
how could the present decision have been made by one man; how could it be made in
a manner which has totally by passed the student body, the faculty and the
community-and
which was equally unilateral in dismissing any understandings
which the federal government might have relied upon before ploughing over a million
dollars into George Washington University? One does not have to be an apostle of
participatory democracy to understand that a decision without dialogue increases the
likelihood of confrontation-and
that decisions from which there are no appeal leave
those affected with little recourse but to question the motives which underlie the
decision. Over the past months, we have had ample reminder-in this law school, and
in the Legal Service Program-that decisions arrived at in certain kinds of ways are
not received with great enthusiasm. And they are not accepted as final. Dean
Kramer's response to the press, to requests for meetings from community groups, to

a

We Want'To
by Maryellen Hamilton
Chairman,

National

Client's

Council

The U LI .has represented us
in enforcing
housing codes,
fighting the bus fare increase,
protecting black school children
fro m unlawful
invasion of
prlvacv
by House District
Committee investigators, getting
protection
for the consumer,
incorporating our organizations.
obtaining SBA loans, challenging
zoning regulations and cracking
discriminatory union rules.
They've delivered each time
to this community. Now they
seek to improve the quality of
life in Anacostia in a landmark
case filed January 29th. The
ULI, and its Director Jean
Camper Cahn, led the fight to
protect the whole Legal Services
Program of OEO from improper
political interference and control
when
threatened
by
regionalization. Ulland its allies
won. We want to give the system
a chance. ULI is showing the

correspondence has manifested the same insensitivity-and
the press statement,
rather than opening doors, appeared to close them even more firmly and
irrevocably-and
unilaterally. To generalize, the legal system derives its ultimate
legitimation from the source of sovereignty-and in a democracy, the people are
sovereign. As a profession-and certainly as an institution committed to the rule of
law situated in an impoverished, disenfranchised black community, there would
appear to be a prima facie need to manifest some such sensitivity. The sacrosanct
nature of student perogatives and faculty perogatives hardly need mention in this
forum.
The same dogmatic parochialism delimits Dean' Kramer's definition of reality-or
more precisely of that portion of reality which he alone deems appropriate for law
schools to present and for law students to study.
Chief Justice Burger has stated the limitations of that approach to legal
education:
"The shortcoming to today's law graduate lies not in deficient knowledge of law
but that he has little, if any training in dealing with facts or people-the stuff of
which cases are really made.
[OJ does it not seem to you that the appellate case method of teaching may have
really been a form of escapism-a simplistic effort to solve a complex problem in a
tidy and uncomfortable way which avoided the antiseptic odor of the jail house and
the problem of the 'unmarriedmother,'
of dependent children and the aged and
infirm-in short escapism from the depressing atmosphere which surround 'the short
and simple annals of the poor?'"
The point is not whether certain courses will or will not continue to be offered
nominally in the GW Law School catalog.
The disturbing aspect of Dean Kramer's decision is that it imposes upon the
faculty which drew upon ULI and the students who take their courses a statement of
reality that is largely frozen in time, necessarily partial, and increasingly obsolete.
This is not to say 'that professors and students may not try, individually, to learn
more, but rather that they will be institutionally deprived of a vehicle for systematic
and massive empirical fact finding and testing. As a practical matter, they must live
with an institutional epistemoloqvwhich is restrictive, static and sterile, This decison
sadly binds not only GW but also every law school which OEO had expected would
benefit from this investment in curriculum development. And it means that the
demands of the poor for Justice will be met by lawyers whose vision is circumscribed
by professional training which tends to equate the status quo with the limits of the
possible.
Finally, Dean Kramer's decision constitutes a seriously regressive definition of the
institutional obligation of a law school to the community. The legal system
historically mediates between stability and change, security and social progress.
lithe law is not to be merely the perpetuator of the status quo-and particularly a
status quo which carries with it the legacy of centuries of institutionalized
injustice-then institutions of higher learning committed to the rule of law have a
special obligation and a special privilege. For they alone have the resources and the
. relative insulation so essential to grappling analytically and constructively with the
demands for social change that rain down upon us with such urgency now. This is the
higher calling of the law-the supreme challenge to intellect-and the basis of that
special status which the university holds in our society. No one proposes to turn the
law school into a trade school, or to use it merely to meet the massive demand for
legal assistance which threatens to innundate and paralyzed so many legal service
programs.
Law School has a unique opportunity; it also has a unique obligation because it is
located in the nation's capital and because of the resources that have been placed
only at its disposal, that continue to be available to it. It is a bit late in the day for
GW to say: we recognize no such responsibility and no such obligation. GW cannot
honorably default on those obligations by declaring all of a sudden that it has only a
narrow educational mission and to define that mission as incompatible with clinical
work, incompatible with the practice of law to develop new curriculum materials,
incompatible with service to the community and incompatible with service to the
rule of law. Basically, the question is, will GW honor its obligations-or will it default
on them?

Give The System A Chance

system can deliver. WE WILL
NOT ALLOW GW TO KILL
ULI!
Why does GW want to close
down this Institute? Has it been
"too effective? Has it done too
much to help the poor? Has the
Medical School closed down its
hospital because patients have
recovered? Would it close down
the hospital if it came up with a
significant
breakthrough
in
medical science?
We are the "patients" in the
Law
School's
"Teaching
Hospital."
GW hasn't closed
down
the Medical School's
hospital and hasn't told the
medical patients to find another
doctor. Why are they closing
down the "teaching law firm" of
the Law School and telling us:
go find another lawyer?
We do not believe you were
consulted about this decision.
We were not. The faculty at the
Law School was not. The

students at the Law School were
not. Who was? Can you tolerate
one man - the dean of the law
school - unilaterally making this
decision for both us and the
total academic community?
We represent the clients of
every legal services program in
the United States. ULI fought to
protect the integrity of every
one of those programs. We are
the tenants of rotten slum
housing, bus riders trying to get
to and from a job we cannot
afford
to
lose,.
black
construction workers, buyers of
bogus goods sold to the poor,
tenants
of public housing,
community
groups trying to
start up businesses, TV viewers
wanting local television stations
to stop
discriminating
in
employment and programming
and newscasting. MUST WE
FIGHT THIS FIGHT ALONE?
the

Are we going to demand that
University meet its moral

finished with its guinea pigs because we are black. Thomas
Wolfe said "we can't go 'home
again." Whether GW likes it or
not, there is no retreat.
THE LINES ARE DRAWN.
THE ISSUES ARE CLEAR.
WHERE DO YOU STAND?

and social responsibility to the
community? Must we submit to
the whim of one man? Are you
going to join us in opposing this
decision by Dean Kramer? IF
YOU DO NOT CARE, THEN
WHO WILL?
The ULI is a symbol of
relevance to us and to you. It
has been a way to work through
the legal system for change. Now
GW wishes to us mere tokenism
to replace a program of action
that dealt with our problems and
fought our fights.
We believed in the integrity
of
the
University
unfortunately. We believed they
would deal with us fairly. But as
of July 1st there will be no
reason for us to believe that
anyone, at GW cares. And we
know that if we lose this fight,
we will not longer have the
services of our young lawyers.
We now know that GW is

I

WE NEED ADS

We pay a25% commission
to any student who solicits
an ad for the Advocate.
Call

Diana
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at

338-7337 for information.
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Editorial---A Bad Decision

Kramer's

Distrust

practice law. After all, that is for nothing when you get your
by Jim Krugman
It is with some anguish that we find Dean Kramer's decision to
what we are here to do. We are diploma.
The decision of Dean Kramer here to learn the law and how to
terminate
affiliation
with the Urban Law Institute to be
Most of us, however, believe
to sever the Urban Law Institute practice it. The Urban Law' in clinical education. The fact
reprehensible in every way, shape and form. Dean Kramer had
is another
example
of the Institute has been one of the
seemed to lend the only effective leadership in the Administration
that we, as students, were not
non-communication between the driving forces behind clinical
toward a more clinical and otherwise more exciting curriculum.
consulted
is
totally
Indeed, it was with the Dean's backing that a few of our most
administration and the students education. It's severance from
understandable given the distrust
dedicated faculty members were able to establish the Institute in of the National Law Center. the university represents an
in our abilities. If the faculty
the first place.
Once again, the powers that be attempt by the law school to
will not trust us in the world
But the intricacies and ramifications of this decision evidence a have decided within the safe' move back from the attempt to
outside the classroom, how then,
lack of commitment
to the community within and without the
confines of their offices that the teach the practice of law and
can they be expected to make
Law Center.
university can no longer afford, into the learning of appellate
what I'm sure they feel is a
The intricacies of the decision show that it was made without
both
financially.
and
procedure. This would be fine if,· momentous decision concerning
affording due process to those who will be most affected by it. The academically,
to
have
a
our future. After all, most of us
most immediate effect of this decision is that the indigent
"practicing law firm" within the upon graduation, we were all are only out of college a few
community in the District will find themselves without sorne : sacred confines of .our glorious appointed to appeals courts. I years and that is surely too
can, however, safely guarantee
desperately needed legal services which, over the past three years,
institution. We all know that
young
to
make. any real
had been extended to them by the Institute and which in turn had various members of the faculty that at graduation none of us decisions.
will
be.
The
question
then
given them some hope for a decent life. Since the University was practice their profession, what
All of this is important, but
Why does
the
partly responsible for giving them this hope, the University should
else could they do? How else are becomes:
perhaps
the most important
they to maintain any touch with ad min istration of the Law concern is one which hasn't been
see to it that before they decide to disassociate themselves with the
Institute, the legal services made available by the Institute WILL the ever present changes of the Center want to abandon its mentioned
at all by the
law they teach. Merely reading growing program of clinical administration. The community
CONTINUE to be made available in some other way and without
reduction. To be sure, the U.L.I. and O.E.O. must share this decisions, as we will all attest to, education?
served by the Urban Law
is hardly a sufficient way of
responsibility, but the University must give sufficient time and
The answer is riot a simple Institute was the poor black
understanding
the intricate one. The issue, so hotly debated,
effort towards a successful accomplishment of this. Dean Kramer's
population of the District of
mechanisms of the law. Only comes down to a basic view of . Columbia.
decision should be appealable on this ground alone.
These
people,
through practice can one gain a students and the educational
There are other interests which must be respected and satisfied
previously unrepresented, have
before this decision should be allowed to stand. The minority law true perception of where the law process. The administration, and enjoyed for the past years of the
students and others concentrating in poverty law should be given an is going and how it operates. It a large part of the faculty, does Institute's existence what most
would be shameful indeed, if not believe in the students'
opportunity to be heard.- The entire faculty should be consulted.
of. us have had for all our lives.
And all along the way, the leadership of the U.L.1. should be professors were to hide away in abilities. They feel that, as They have had lawyers to
present to hear any charges made against them and be allowed to their ivy towers, never knowing teachers, they must have the represent them in a white man's'
present either contrary evidence or compromise solutions to what was happening in the power,
to
control
our court in a white man's world.
outside world.
problems raised.
educational experience. There is Urban Law is an important field _
We would also point out that the Institute not only provided
This brings us to clinical only one way to effectively of developing
law and the
legal services for the poor, but also contributed in the development
education.
One of our most achieve this control. Students
community feels, and rightfully
of the entire specialty of poverty law at the N LC. From a selfish noted professors will tell you, if must stay within the prison so, that when the University
point of view, the U.L.I. gave national prominence, to the Law questioned, that law students
confines of the four walls of the undertook to allow the Institute
Center. The U.L.I. is also the only organized institution which has 'could not find their way to the classroom. They must learn to to function, it had made a
the potential to vastly expand the most legitimate clinical law bathroom of the court house recite
only
those
ideas commitment to the community
projects for undergraduate law students.
after three expensive years in considered
"safe"
by the to continue the program. Once
While the ADVOCATE maintains its over-all confidence in the law school. This is true only teacher.
Originality
in the one is given some rights, it is
Dean and feels that a reversal of this decision should not evolve into because of the type of education
traditional law school setting is hard, almost impossible to take
a personal vote of confidence for any particular person, the we receive. Law students never not a highly valued quality. It is them away. The University has
ADVOCATE is united in its opinion that this decision should not be hear a client's story. We read not important to know how you an affirmative obligation to the
..only an appellate "finding of would treat a case. Ratner, it is Washington Black community
allowed to stand as it is now.
fact." The issue is not one which important
to know what for. it is with their indulgence
is gleaned from an analysis of . appellate judges throughout the that the University has survived.
::::::::::::::::::::::
:.:.:.;.:.:.:.:.::;:::;:;:::::::::;::
x:
"
the facts, but is neatly italicized
history of Anglo-American law As lawyers and law students we
in our
Foundation
Press have said about the problems of would be silly to deny the value
Bar Protest
casebooks.
Clinical
education
their societies. The rule of of legal representation. If. the
presented
a change in that thumb in the traditional law' administration wishes to do so,
Dear Dean Kramer;
field of law reform.
system. Law students began to school is "Don't believe it if it's the. students do not have to
I am naturally reluctant to
Perhaps
I am somewhat
analyze
real problems, meet not in black and white." You follow
their
insensitive,
write to you on a matter
biased because of the high regard
clients,
gain drafting
skills, serve no one and are prepared inhumane example.
involving
University
policy. which I have come to have for
Nevertheless,
because
I am the worl which Jean Cahn has
President of the National Legal done in the whole legal services
Aid and Defender Association I field. But in any event, I did
feel an obligation to express my want to share with you my
deep concern at the University's
concern with the University's
Considering that the Urban
As a private citizen, former
I would like to think that
decision as reported in the press decision and ft> express a hope
Law
Institute
filed
suit
against
Naval
officer,
black
man
and
with
whatever energy the Urban
to terminate the Urban Law that some way may still be
Law Institute may have left that
Institute's affiliation with the found ti permit continuation of Federal official, I have found the WMAL, there is another aspect
availability
of "free"
legal which cannot be overlooked. It they
move
to obtain
a
University.
the Institute which I understand
as
though
the
service .a considerable asset in seems
judgement
against
George
from
the
press
may
will
depend
I am not familiar with the
distinguished President fo the Washington
seeking to redress the many
University
to
on
a continuation
of its
details
of the
Institute's
Evening
Star
Broadcasting . become an ineligible recipient of
racist
and
economic
abuses
to
operations. I do know that it has University affil iation.
Company is also on tge Board of Federal funds-for what appears
which I and others have been
done much good work, has
John W. Douglas
Trustees of George Washington to be arbitrary and capricious
subjected.
attracted widespread support in
President
.. Perhaps
an actions.
The Urban Law Institute is University
the black community and has
National Legal Aid and
explanation is in order to avoid
one of the few "relevant"
secured a fine reputation in the
Defender Association
Carlos C. Campbell
unnecessary embarrassment.
institutions seeking to correct
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the many inequities in this
society through rational and
constructive
means.
It is
therefore essential that these
institutions be supported, lest
we invite a continuance of chaos
and needless bloodshed.
I would suggest that when a
country allows a black man to
receive 1500 years for raping a
white woman in Oklahoma while
at the same time tolerating a
white man getting seven years
for the murder of a black man in
Arlington, Va., (with eligibility
. for parole in six months}-then
the support of a law institute
which addresses itself to the
plight of the black and the poor
should not even be a point in
question!

SBA Resolution
Whereas the Student Bar Association of the National Law Center
of the George Washington University express their deep concern
with the unilateral disassociation of George Washington University
from the Urban Law Institute, and whereas, the ULI has apparently
beeon of great service to the University and the Community, now
therefore ...
Be it resolved that the S.B.A. appoint a fact finding committee
to investigate all aspects of the disassociation of the university from
the Urban Law Institute and conduct open hearings to ascertain the
merits of the University's actions and make the appropriate
recommendations.
Open hearings are to be held March 9, 16, and 18; 8-10:30,
Building C, Room 101. All interested individuals are invited and
urged to attend.
.
Co-Chairmen: Eric Rosen, Adelaide Miller
Committee: James Coleman, Cheryl Chapman, Brian Dillard,
William Norris, George Biondi, Jessica Josephson, Richard Hideman,
Mark Lynch
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Why No Consultation?
by Greg Siggers
All else aside, what really rankles is how this
one almost slipped by. Occassional rumors were
whispered in the attentive back row of afternoon
classes, but it wasn't until the Evening Star broke
the inside story that insiders began to ascertain
the occurrence and significance of a decision
made. Student power in this school is a mockery
in every sense, but this is errbarassingly insulting.
How many of you were asked whether the Urban
Law Institute should remain with the law school?
. Can any students say now, with assurance, who
was responsible for the decision to sever? Which
of us were told the reasons for this crucial
decision? Some unconvincing reasons were finally
advanced by Dean Kramer on Wednesday, but
the audience to be convinced neither attended
nor taught classes. Compare this process of
decision-making with the system of justice we
study, with any, system of justice you admire.
This style is not recommended by our professors
of Jurisprudence, who must be aghast at how not
only students were not consulted or informed,
but how also the faculty apparently
was
. circumvented. Who really believes we should
sever and, in effect, kill the Urban Law Institute
because suddenly there is something immoral and
improper in this profitless, unilateral decision to
end it?
There are two internal issues that underlie the
uneasiness on most campuses these days. One has
been the relationship
of students to the
monolithic or bicameral decision process of the
university. The other has been the relationship of
the university to the surrounding community.
Both square with the crisis which surely is
growing within the school. Some bodies around
this place made a decision to sever a relationship
between the University and the community and
to terminate a program that has affected, in Some
way, all of us. No student and no community
member was consulted before the decision and
none were notified afterwards. Channels and
procedures for review either have been removed
or . were non-existent.
There is, a degrading
negation of our existence in this entire affair; our
invisibility to the 'deciders' is upsetting and
appalling. We have our place, and all the lessons
of .the campus struggles and all the pundits of our,
expensive casebooks will not put us into a higher
estate.
This whole thing has been amorphous, with a
prescient suspicion that there is more here than
meets the eye. Hushed decisions and silent
procedures,
conflicting
facts and obscure
opinions have created much confusion among us.
Two facts crystallize from this confusion and are
yet to be seriously controverted by anyone.
First, ULI will not get refunded without, our
approval. Not only does severance cast its own
leperous shadow. Public interest law firms are
just not being funded without
approving
conduits. If ULI is cast off, it is unlikely that a
local law school will initiate emergency steps to
resurrect it. If we are not guarantors of the faith,
that's it.· Second, all we need do is send a letter
to OEO stating that we would like to continue
our affiliation with the Urban Law Institute.
There is never assurity that U L1, or any other
applicant for a grant, will be refunded after OEO
receives that letter. However, the Law Center,
we, will have discharged our obligation and the
University's pledged duty to the community with
that Jetter. We must consider what compelling
reasons should convince us to send that letter.
First, there is a community issue involved. IL
seems clear by now that large segments of the
'Washington Black community will be seriously,
in some cases irreparably harmed, but this
decision. Many have already written Dean
Kramer, others have consulted with President
Elliott. Many ULI clients have' expressed their
desire to meet with students to discuss the effect
'termination
will have on their neighborhoods,
others have demonstrated their chagrin through
the media. The death roll for the age of
enclavism in higher education had begun to
sound these last few years, but this act belies the
advances this University has made toward the
people of Washington. President Elliott recently
has repeated his pledge to build bridges from our
turf to the community, but his words have
become meaningless over the past two weeks.
However, even if we were not operating within
the penumbra of that public pledge, most

students have taken an unspoken, personal
pledge to not ignore the 'poor as earlier
, generations have. The community wants ULI and
that desire alone is more compelling reason for
conti n ued University affiliation
that any
countervailing
claims of impropriety
of
relationship. .~
..
Secondly, there is a strong educational reason.
When I enlisted here, there were no courses in
urban law; now there are several. ULI developed
those courses and has a continued commitment
to develop new courses whenever new areas
emerge in urban law. That, and clinical law, are
the focus of its educational commitment. No
other graduate program can make similar claim.
ULI is the urban-clinical law lobbyist within the
law school. The administration
can claim
continued support of these programs but such
commitment is at best ancillary to the task of
running and school and protecting our virginity.
We have yet to hear from the administration
what new programs in urban-clinical law will be
available next year. In fact, Wednesday's press
release excluded two courses currently on the
curriculum. Chief Justice Burger stated recently:
"The modern law school is not fulfilling its basic
duty to provide society with people-oriented
counselors and advocates to meet the expanding
needs of our changing world. To a large extent
this failure flows from treating LangdeWs case
method of study as the ultimate teaching
technique."
Any student who agrees with
Burger's observation and compares ULI's record
and commitment
with the administration's
record ana commitment must be disturbed at the
unfortunate trend for the future of clinical urban
law in this school.
Thirdly, there is a grave national stake in the
future of all poverty law. Everyone is aware of
the Neighborhood Legal Services plight. Reagan
has been after CRLA and it looks like he finally
got it. More recently, he has moved against the
Oakland Project. It has taken two years for the
Legal Services office in Jackson, Mississippi to
get funded. Just last week, Governor Williams
refused the grant -- the same act that is being
, repeated in our school. In his first major address,
the new governor of Connecticut, singled out the
Legal Aid Clinic, an affiliate of the University of
Connecticut,
for termination
in paring the
excesses of his state's budget. The University of
Southern California is moving to rid itself of its
Western Center of Law. New York University
pruned its Vista lawyer project. Columbia just
booted the Columbia Project on Social Welfare,
the origin of a large percent of hunger, housing,
and welfare litigation. It may be that our loss of
ULJ is coincidental, but I do not believe it.
Possibly our 'deciders' are just following a trend,
but this is the least worthy bandwagon-around.
Any student, who has the vaguest commitment
to the belief that the poor need lawyers in order
for the adversary system to. function for all
people, must be upset that we have become
unwilling parties to this repression. In all of the
above cases there were reasons for killing a
program
too
costly,
inefficiency,
impropriety, too liberal -all appearances
. discrediting the fact that these programs actually
threatened to make changes.
This leads us to what is to be done. Someday
students will organize a power base to formulate
and develop procedures for insuring that
unilateral,
unmonitored
decisions do not
continue to recur. Somehow, in the future, we
must express our interest in the outcomes prior
to the emergence of a crisis. For the present, we
may rely uponthe only precedent for review that
is recognized by the school -- New Evidence.
The SBA has already moved in this direction by
calling for hearings which should garner whole
volumes of new evidence with which to present
the 'deciders: These hearings should answer such
questions as: Who has power to reverse? Why
can't a law school have a law firm like a medical
school has a clinic? What has ULI done for the
school and the community? What will ULI's
severance mean to the community? Is there
really added financial burden on the law school
from affiliation with ULI?
When these questions are addressed, it seems
evident that findings will support the proposition
that ULI's continuance
is crucial to the
community and the students and is important to
the I~gal profession and the nation.

Monographs
[The following is the text of a poem sent by Mrs. Berlinda
Medley, a ULI trained secretary, to Dean Kramer concerning
her feelings on the U L1' severance .J

How can one man be so cruel
and not try to understand
that the help the U LI is giving
is a great gift to the Black Man.
How can one manstop the change
that the Black man needs today
to show him that he is wanted
and there is a better way.
How can you stand to take away the happiness
of people who have found someone to care
What could you possibly be thinking
Why is your mind there, and not here?
The U LI is needed
it's very special too
I don't have to put this in writing
It's known all over, including by you
Are you closing your eyes,
or shutting your ears
Oh have you been one of those all along
who has never cared.
I don't believe you are doing this to us
I just won't face the facts
That one man is taking a step backward
Instead of making a few to helpthe blacks,
I am a black person
and there are many more
but what makes it truly interesting ,
is that most of us are poor.
You know it isn't fair at all
this terrible thing you're trying to do
STOP, before it goes any further
Wake up please for me and for you.
People look up to one man,
one who is trying to do his best
come forward and join those of us
who are trying to do more, and stop doing less.
The ULI is very good
Jean Cahn has done very well
Let her complete the goal she's started
Let her know she's doing swell.
Reconsider everything,
Announce it to the press
and watch as the time flies by
you will be glad that you said YES.
Thanks for all of your time
I appreciated it very much
but mingle some of your time with mine
show me you have the human touch.
Sincerely,
Berlinda Medley

'Moot
The Final Argument of the
Upperclass
Appellate
Competition sponsored by the
Van Vleck Appellate Case Club
was held Friday, February 19th.
.The winners of the competition
were Gary Strausburg and Fred
Wolf; however, their opponents,
Jonathan
Broome and Joel
Birken, were highly commended
on their
performance.
All
Finalists in the competition
received a plaque and the
winners were awarded $100.00
check each by Dean Kirkpatrick.
The judges for the Final
Argument were the Solicitor
General of the United States,
Dean
Erwin
N. Griswold;
Assistant Attorney General of
the
United
States, William
Rhenquist;
and
Clark
Mollenhoff,
Esquire, former
Special Counsel to President

Court
Nixon and winner of the Pulitzer
Prize for Journalism.
The Final Argument was the
last argument in a series of four
rounds of competition, All other
rounds of the competition were
held in the fall semester. The
team of Straus burg and Wolf
won a place in the Final
Argument by defeating Frank
Kahn and John Miller and the
team of Jonathan Broome and
Joel Birken defeated William
Babcock and Kenneth Morris in
the Semi-Final round held in
December.
The names of all participants
in the Upperclass Appellate
competition were recommended
by the Honor Board of the Van
Vleck Case Club to the faculty
for credit for their participation
in the competition.
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A Mighty Big Hand
of the LSP is the loaded dice of the political
manipulator, the Reagans and the Kramers, their ears
cocked to the preferred concerns and interests of the
dominant social groups.
Therefore, in 1965 when LSP was inaugurated, the
first Director of OEO, Mr. Sargent Shriver, established
the National Advisory Committee (NAC) of the LSP,
composed of representatives of the American Bar
Association, National Bar Association, National Legal
Aid and Defender Association, the American Trial
Lawyers Association, and other units of the organized
Bar, to formulate guidelines to insure compliance with
the Canons of Professional Ethics and Code of
Professional
Responsibility
of the ABA. See
particularly Canon 2 (duty of the profession to make
legal counsel available); Canon 5 (lawyer to exercise
independent
professional judgment on behalf of
client); 'Canon 7 (zealous representation
of client
within bounds of law); and Canon 8 (a lawyer should
assist in improving the legal system).
Congressional Intent
The resulting guidelines, rules, and directives have
received the express approval and sanction of the
Congress. They are designed to exclude non-lawyer
influences from the LSP:
'The Legal Services program is governed by
national guidelines which were developed by
OEO, with the assistance of lawyers on the
National Advisory Committee and the legal
profession generally, to meet the unique
professional problems involved in rendering
these services. These problems include: legal
ethics, including the preservation of proper
lawyer-client relationships, confidentiality of
communications between lawyer and client,
the exercise of independent judgments by
lawyers, complete fidelity to the client's
cause, rendering of a full range of adequate
legal services, insistence upon the use of
properly qualified lawyers and legal personnel
and observance of all standards of the legal
, profession - govern ing such services. Within
OEO, primary responsibility for the direction
and administration
of the Legal Services
program has been lodged in the Legal Services
Director and theIawvers on his professional
staff. This has included primary authority
respecting
the
initiation,
supervision,
evaluation,
funding
and refunding
of
individual local projects. The approval of the
Legal Services Director has been required
before any such individual project is funded
or refunded. These aspects of the overall
program have been largely responsible for its
success, for its close adherence to professional
gu idelines and standards
and for the
unprecedented vigor with which is has been
supported
by the legal profession. The
committee expects the continuance of these
features of the program's administration."
(Underlining supplied) H. Rept. No. 866, 90th'
Cong., 1st Sess., pp. 24-25.
Kramer's Demand Unethical
In his statement of February 24, our honorable
dean stated that "I w 1 e never contemplated that the
University would operate a large law firm and engage

directly in the practice of law." Yet, it is plain from
the foregoing discussion that only the Director of U1I,
in her individual professional capacity, and her staff of
lawyers can engage in the practice of law. George
Washington Law School can sponsor U L1, my friends,
without fear of implication in Mrs. Cahn's outrageous
field work in behalf of Washington\s "no 'count"
blacks. In view of the insulating guidelines, who is
there to say that we are operating "a large law firm"
and "engaging directly in the practice of law?" Why,
you know who! Our honorable dean, who else!
He has obligingly let us in on the exact terms of his
ultimatum to Mrs. Cahn, dated September 2,1969:

"Would you please follow these guidelines
[sic] for the work of the Urban Law Institute
until further notice from me. [sic] The
Institute is not to be a plaintiff or moving
party in any proceeding in any court or before
any administrative agency or body, nor is it to
be the attorney or counsel for any party in
such a proceeding without prior written
consent from me.
/s/ Robert Kramer"
Not even the Director of OEO could have sent such
an outrageous and unethical demand to a LSP lawyer.
If he did, and he were a lawyer, he would be subject to
disbarment proceedings. The ABA would not stand for
that. But now, read that again. He said the "Institute"
should not be a plaintiff or moving party. Of course;
the Institute is the big "large law firm." It could not be
the plaintiff or moving party.
Now, when you see such a precise choice of 'words
as that, you begin to get the idea who the real "moving
party" is. And you begin to perceive, dear students,
what it is the moving party is moving, and how much
of it he is moving! Except, it doesn't really seem to be
moving, does it? Or,-if it is moving, it is moving too
close to us, isn't it?

Aggressive Mediocrity
Then you look at this incredible order to Mrs. Cahn
in the light of the LSP ethical standards, written for it
by the organized Bar, and you begin to realize
something that is really enormous, don't you? How
could a mediocre man write something brilliant like
that? You begin to realize how fortunate we are to
have such a really first-rate man hard at work in our
behalf, building up a first-rate law school in our
National Capital. And you can see how rapidly we are
coming into the "first rank" among the nation's law
schools! And we can lean back and take comfort in the
assurance, too, that we have (l man who has not a trace
of canine strain in his immediate ancestry.
Put yourself in the place of Mrs. Cahn receiving that
order. She was the first Director of LSP, you know.
They said she just disregarded it in the most
determined way, and didn't pay any attention to it.
"Oh, you just don't know what we have been through
with her. She is just impossible,"
Shall I go on? You and I have been through some
income tax concepts that gave us more trouble, I am
sure. Man, this is plate glass.

OED Evaluations
.Excerpts from Official
Evaluation of ULI

OEO

There
is an
in-house
component of special courses.
The new but standard format
courses (i.e., classroom but no
fieldwork) are open to both
undergraduate
and graduate
students
(VISTAS
and
otherwise) and this year cover
"federal
programs"
and
"community
organization."
I
reviewed the materials of both.
The latter materials (prepared
and utilized by Jean Cahn), and
presumably
the course that
comes
out
of
them, are
particularly impressive to me.
Here, Jean Cahn utilizes two

situations
which
actually
happened involving community
organizations negotiating about
school policy. She takes students
step by step through the process,
trying to simulate what actually
happened by releasing certain
materials (e.g., memos, letters,
minutes of meetings) as the basis
for students' deciding "where we
go from here" -as though
they were directly involved as
counsel for the community
organization.
I am convinced
that
this
is an important
experiment for legal education
because it tries to capture the
field experience of a few and
"bottle" it for consumption.

Mighty Big Hand
Let me tell you something about Mrs. Jean Camper
Cahn. Her mother and I were born right near the same
place in Georgia. Man, I want to tell you, I am proud
to stant with Jean Cahn, just proud as all hell! I want
to tell you. That night in April, 1968, when Martin
Luther King was murdered, I felt a Mighty Big Hand
nudging my back. And I thought I could hear
something that went like this, "White folks, it is your
. move now." Mrs. Cahn says she felt that same Big
Hand at her back. Now that she. has been' put under
unconscionable and unforgivable attack for her good
works, for her great success in using her fine legal
abilities in behalf of her people, for her single-minded
devotion to simple justice, I hear that Voice again, too,
saying "White folks, if you will, please."
Man, if we can't lock arms with our black brothers
and sisters in this fight, we are really bankrupt, morally
and spiritually. Like I said, we have an impelling moral
obligation in this University to reach out to the poor
people in our midsts, and to help them in the way that
each of us can in his own speicat way. As a law school,
we can teach them how legally to cope with their
housing problems, their employment problems, their
health problems, and all the other ills that we white
people have shoved off on them. Our help may not
bring them to the milennium, but that is the one,
special thing we can do: teach their sons and daughters
to be lawyers for their people. That is going to give
them pride and dignity, a special pride and happiness
that will come with their very own asserting their legal
rights and realizing a decent and rightful place in a
country that at least recognized that they stood as
equals in the courts. That is a precious bit of social
honesty that we still have, isn't it. God damn it, let's
build on it!
GW's Teaching Law Firm
One final point. In order to teach our black
students to go back to their prople, there to practice
confidently and proudly, and competently, we have to
have our teachers out working in the black
neighborhoods
and dealing first hand with their
problems. This is what the Urban Law Institute is
doing. It is a Teaching Law Firm. Its teaching and field
work are very closely interrelated and interdependent.
It learns out of its field work what to teach. You can't
learn it elsewhere. It teaches in the classroom what it
learned in the ghettoes. Out of this work there evolves
coherent course material, that can be taught in a
conventional manner here and in law schools across the
country. Without the ULI we cannot continue this
educational spade work. And without us, the ULI is
just another neighborhood
legal services, and we
already have a NLS here. That is why OEO will not
fund it if we abandon it.
Deans Responsible
Now, my fellow students, won't you lock arms to
defend and preserve the ULI? Give it your support,
please. Clear across the board. Go to see our four
deans, each one of them. Insist on seeing them to tell
your
.feeling about this matter.
Demand an
appointment. Take your lunch with you. Tell them
you don't
intend to stand for this shabby,
unconscionable deal. Insist on redress.
I was going to end this with "What a b···--d!" But
my dear, generous wife says it should be "What a Bad
Man!" So, it shall be.
.

Give ULI High Marks

" ...
In my judgment, OEO
should
continue
experimentation with law school
development of programs, such
as the Institute, which not only
will make a law reform impact
themselves but will demonstrate
the potential
-and help
resolve the risks -- for other
law schools to involve students,
as part of their academic
program, in local efforts for
change ... ."
•
". . . It is already generally
recognized that the ULI has
widened the horizon of the law
school; that it has provided
stimulating new concepts and
possibilities
that excite and
'interest both the faculty and the

students. Also the VISTA's have
been of exceptional abilities and
themselves
have
in turn
influenced other students and
involved them in community
projects ... "
It would appear, therefore,
that dollar for dollar, more is
being accomplished in terms of
ongoing economic benefit for
the community
in the ULI
project
than
in
the
Neighborhood
Legal Services
Program. It follows then that the
potential change is greater with
the ULI detached type of group
oriented
program than with
standard
legal aid and legal
.services operation .. ' "

A. No funding gap be
permitted to further stunt the
continuity
of staff
and
development
of materials. In
academic circles research work
and new course plans are made
one or two years in advance. In
order to foster the development
of more courses and materials
early
refunding
should be
considered ... "
" ... E. That the program be
permitted to run for a total of
five years. THis will provide time
for refinement of both materials
and techniques. Only after that
amount of time will the long
range effect on the law school as
an institution be discernible. , . "
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ULI A Legal Profession Catalyst
by Ralph A. Wolff
The survival of the Urban Law Institute is an issue which
goes far beyond the personal confrontation between Dean
Kramer and Jean Camper Cahn. By his unilateral decision, the
Dean has tolled the knell for the National Law Center's most
sign ificant 'contribution
to the mainstream
of legal
education-the
development of a nationally renown clinical
program. The result of the Dean's decision is indeed
anamolous, for while the University is celebrating its
Sesquicentennial Anniversary, priding itself on its educational
and community relations advancements, the law school has
struck from existence
the most important
of these
contributions.
The concept of "clinical education'! has won widespread '
acceptance, to which even Dean Kramer is willing to pay lip
service. Hailed by Chief Justice Warren Burger as the greatest
new step in legal education since Langdell's case method,
clinical education is intended to expose the law student to live
clients with "real" problems. To the average law student, the
, most visible fruits of a clinical law program are the revised or
new course offerings, which shift the traditional emphasis of
study from appellate court decisions to analysis of the role of
the lawyer as a draftsman, negotiator and persuader.
But clinical programs are a two-way street. Grounded in an
attempt to restructure curricula, they also .svmbolize a
commitment of law schools to look outward as well as inward,
to assist those whose grievances have heretofore been
unchampioned, and to create legal structures which not only
relate, but which perform. Thus, ,implicit in any clinical
education program is the institutional obligation of law
schools to the legal system as a whole.
Obligation to Community
Academic
freedom
and
legal
scholarship
have
become the shibboleths for defending a massive institutional
default which is not remedied by the mere concern of
individual professors or the offering of two or more courses in
poverty law, urban law, or social policy, albeit clinical in
nature. Law schools cannot "use" the community as merely an
informational or "real-life" input into the educational process ..
The outputs of a clinical program must be channeled to make
dynamic law a reality. Thus" the proper issue of clinical
education, of the Dean's unilateral decision to terminate the
Urban Law Institute, becomes one of more than myopic
student concern for new and "relevant" courses which provide
°a real·liflfContext.The true issue is whether the-law school will

A clinical session at the Urban Law Institute.
fulfill its obligation to the community and the legal system as
a. whole in marshalling its unique capacities as an institution of
higher education, to enable society to reshape its legal process,
to provide effective redress of grievances and to permit orderly
and rapid social change within the framework of the rule of
law. Any manipulation of clinical programs short of this goal /
constitutes a default.
The Urban Law Institute, in its short span of existence, has
become nationally prominent among all clinically oriented law
programs. Not only has the Institute created new curricula for
the students of the National Law Center, but in its
representation of clients on a day-to-day basis it has become a
major source of innovative law reform. Its "service" function
has been to both the law school and the community at large.
More important, perhaps, has been its ability to catalyze the
legal profession.
Students to Blame
If we, as students, allow the termination of the Urban Law
Institute to go unchallenged, then we too are to blame for the
frustration of those who have tried to work within the system
of law. But ours will be more than the abrogation of a moral
commitment, but a default of silence as well.

The Cohns On Clinical Low
'The issue is whether the law school, as
an institution of higher education, can
utilize its unique vantage point and its
relative detachment to enable society to
proceed more rationally to reshape its legal
system, to provide effective redress of
grievances and to permit orderly and rapid
social change within the framework of the
rule of law. As quasi-public institutions,
law schools have a fiduciary obligation.
That obligation must be given a structural
correlative
in order to discharge an
institutional commitment which transcends
the good intentions, and even good deeds,
of any individual professor.
If the law schools are to fully discharge
their institutional obligations and remedy
the defects generic to legal education, the
line of demarcation between the law school

and the outside world will have to be
redrawn.
Just as the outside worldmust enter the
law school, so too the law school must
expand its walls to include the urban
environment in which it is situated. Clinical
legal education is the rubric under which
the law schools have undertaken their
initial sortie in this direction.
Clinical
programs
must not be
permitted to degenerate into a grandiose
abdication or responsibility whereby the
law school simply abandons the student
during the third year and leaves him largely
to his own devices under the guise of
'affording him "practical experience." It
must become a joint venture in discovery
for the academic community
where
undigested chunks of reality are subjected

to the most highly disciplined form of
intellectual scrutiny.
If the relative insulation of the law
school is to serve any unique function, it is
to be found in the partial liberation which
the detachment of the institution affords
from consumption'
pressures, and the
freedom it provides to design new legal
institutions, new doctrines and new modes
of coping with the clear and present danger
to the rule of law. That insulation, that
tradition of a community of scholars,
becomes even more precious if the law
school ceases to be an island for
contemplation
.of one's jurisprudential
navel and becomes instead the sanctum in
which the inner life of the law is born and
reborn of experience.
(The Yale Law Journal Vol. 79: 1005,
1028-31, 1970)

Burger Makes Medical Analogy
THE MODERN LAW SCHooL IS NOT FULFILLING ITS
BASIC
DUTY
TO PROVIDE
SOCIETY
WITH
PEOPLE-ORIENTED
COUNSELORS AND ADVOCATES
TO MEET THE EXPANDING NEEDS OF OUR CHANGING
WORLD.
In retrospect one could hardly conceive a system of legal
education farther removed from the realities of life than the
pure case method. And that is why so .manv modifications
have been made in recent years. Perhaps we may shed light on
the problem by asking whether we could train doctors simply
by having them do autopsies for five years in medical school
and then finish up with one course on how to examine and
question and diagnose a live patient with a pain. Obviously this
would not produce very good doctors.
When medical, education became more formalized a half
century ago, the medical educators quickly realized that the
purpose of medical education was to train doctors to heal
patients and that this could be done with patients-not just
with books and lectures. It is axiomatic that no medical school

can function without ready access to a large hospital where
students see and work with people afflicted.
Today the education of a doctor is approximately 20-25%
books and classrooms and 75-80% clinical or the direct
observation of a doctor's treatment of the sick. In this real life
process the medical student spends roughly 80% of his time
with practicing doctors as his teachers.
.
Today" in many courtrooms, cases are being inadequately
tried by poorly trained lawyers, and people suffer because
lawyers are licensed, with very few exceptions, without
slightest inquiry into their capacity to perform the intensely
practical functions of a counselor or advocate.
An increasing number of law professors have become
involved in activities outside the Law School and in turn have
related their practical experience in their teaching. A growing
number have taken part in government and community work
and as volunteer counsel for the poor in civil and criminal
cases.
( Chief Justice Warren E. Burger ABA Address, Dallas, 1969)

BALSA, from p. 3
financial assistance, She has
fought discrimination
in the
legal academic world by agreeing
to be the first black to have full
professor rank at any white law
school despite the fact that to
do so meant giving up her own
career goals, But we note that
she does not have tenure at this
Jaw school.
We will not tolerate
a
unilateral,
arbitrary
racist
decision.
Kramer's decision must be
reversed. Jean Cahn must be
granted tenure. Additional black
I a w professors
must
be
appointed to the Law School.
The program of the Urban
Law
Institute
at
George
Washington
University
must
continue to move forward -and not be frozen on June 30,
1971 as if reality ceased to
change from that day forward,
We demand a recommitment
of the law school to serve the
community -not a token
commitment, not a relationship
of
exploitation,
but
a
relationship that is Just and a
relationship that brings Justice
to -the Community at the same
time
that
it draws
new
knowledge from the community.
None at us will be party to
the fraud which Dean Kramer
would
perpetrate
on the
community,
on law students
across the country. We want
now to serve notice that if the
Urban
Law Institute
goes,
George Washington University
ceases on that day to be a
relevant place, a law school of
excellence,
a' law school
committed to the highest ideals
of the profession, a law school
to which black law students
should come in order to learn
what the law can do to bring
Justice to his people.
We ask' noW -- of everyone!
Who will stand up and be
counted? It is an old question.
And we will doubtless hear
much of equivocation and many
rationales. But the Jews and the
Catholics in Nazi Germany heard
similar rationalizations, similar
pleas
for
time,
for
understanding, for compromise.
Who was there then, who spoke
up? Who was there then, who
was willing to be counted. And
who will there be now -today. For tomorrow, it will be
too late. And, regret will not
bring back the dead.
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GW Profits From Ull Grant
by Nina Small
Asst. Dir. for Admin.
ULI
Dean Kramer has stated that one of
the reasons for refusing to continue the
funding of ULI through the University
was the University simply could not
afford the cost of underwriting such an
~xpensive program. However, an inquiry
Into the terms of the OEO grant reveals
that far from costing the University
money, the OEO grant for the Urban
Law Institute provided the Law School
with a handsome profit amounting to at
least $25,000 in income over expenses.
Thus, Dean Kramer's decision ,far from·
saving the Law School funds, in / fact
substantially impoverishes the school at
a time when money is extremely scarce.
it appears that those most likely to
suffer directly from this decision are
undergraduate law students who receive
substantial
scholarship aid provided
through
employment
as research
assistants for numerous law professors
paid for from the Urban Law institute
grant.
Accordingly,
the true financial
contribution made by the Urban Law
Institute to the National Law Center
deserves full exposure.
Under the terms of the OEO grant,
the Urban Law Institute contributes to
George Washington University a total of
$128,986, to pay for indirect costs of
the grant (rent, telephone, bookkeeping,
etc.}, tuition for LIM candidates, and
scholarship
funds available for the
ernplovrnent of needy students. The
exact figures are as follows:
Overhead (based upon
20% of all salaries,
wages, and stipends)

.$72,273

Tuition for LIM
students, and undergraduate students
Scholarship funds for
employment
Total payments to
George Washington Univ.

,$23,115
$33,589
$128,986

From
these
funds,
George
Washington University is obligated to
pay certain costs of the program known
as indirect costs. These total at most
$103,968, th~s leaving a balance of
income to the university over expenses
of at least $25,018 and probably
considerably more.
The lists of those costs which the
university pays out of the funds
received
from OEO include the
following:
Basic telephone bill
Hental space at Bacon
Hall and 1145 19th St.
Equipment (typewriters
based on one year's
depreciation
Maintenance work by
GW maintenance crew
(construction of partitions)

$4,600
$30,600

772

350
2,600

Postage @$50 per week
Record keeping, bookkeeping,
personal processing, etc.
at least 18% of all salaries,
wages, (including fellowships
$65,046 ~
for LLM students)
$103,968
Total expenses
(This figure purports to be the
expenses
of
the
university's
bookkeeping,
personnel and other
services. The highest possible percentage
has been taken and applied not only to

full time staff of the Urban Law
Institute but also to the stipends paid
graduate students in Law).
The Urban Law Institute makes
other cash contributions to the law
school which enhance the financial
position of the law school, of students
at the law school, and of professors at
the law school and which might be
characterized as supplemental benefits
amounting to $17,587.These include such items as:
Summer jobs for
$5,608
law students
Summer employment for
one faculty member (not
the Dir. ofthe ULI) "
4,600
Help program
660
Additional xeroxing and
printing of curriculum
materials for GW law
professors which would
otherwise have to be paid
by law students or by the professors out of pocket
4,580
Consultants, guest lecturers,
travel expenses and tape
_transcriptions of guest
lecturers
$1,778
$17,216
Total
All of these items ar~' ~aid for out of the
OEO grant to GW for the Urban Law
Institute. They in effect serve the
purpose which an endowment serves at
other.law schools, enabling professors to
bring in guest lecturers, do more
experirnentatlon
in developing and
duplicating new course materials, and
providing summer employment for law
students.
Thus. it can be said conservatively
that the National Law Center is better

off to the tune of at least $42,234. No
attempt
has been made in this
computation to assessthe dollar value
of the time put in by ULI staff in
helping to develop curriculum materials
for various professors- nor has any
attempt been made to make a dollar
assessment of the value of the entire
graduate LLM program which pays for
itself completely and in fact, enables the
Law School to offer a broader array of
courses and opportunities for clinical
work then would otherwise be feasible.
These are covered completely by the
OEO grant and certainly would be most
expensive for GW to provide, amounting
as they do to an additional $422,294
which pays the cost of all the supervised
field work for the LLM clinical
program. GW in fact has been able to
operate a graduate program which even
the most heavily endowed law school
would be hard put to provide-but it is
important
not to commingle that
figure-which
is the cost of the LLM
program with the financial contribution
made by ULI to the Law Schools
undergraduate program alone.
;;t.:" ~.,.q:"'<0tQ'><Q><.<0«:~'><O'Xb>'~.\
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We pay a 25% commission
to any student who solicits
an ad for the Advocate.
Call

TO PASS THE BAR EXAM?

Because
THE NACRELLI BAR REVIEW SCHOOL IS THE OLDEST' LARGEST AND MOST
SUCCESSFUL B~R REVIEW SCHOOL IN METROPOLITAN WASHINGTON
.IT HAS THE KNOW-HOW
IT IS THE ACKNOWLEDGED LEADER IN ITS FIELD
IT HAS BEEN IN EXISTENCE FOR MORE THAN 30 YEARS
ITS OUTSTANDING RECORD SPEAKS FOR ITSELF
I

OVER 20,000 NACRELLI STUDENTS
ARE MEMBERS OF THE BAR .
•••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••It ••••••••• II

IT IS THE ONLY SCHOOL THAT HAS CONSISTENTLY MAINTAINED THE
HIGHEST PERCENTAGE OF SUCESSFUL STUDENTS IN BAR EXAMINATIONS
OVER 90% OF NACRELLI STUDENTS ARE PASSING THE BAR EXAMINATIONS
I •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••
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D.C. & MD. COURSE: MARCH 29,1971
VIRGINIA COURSE: MARCH 15, 1971
For your convenience- 2 seperate Sections
SECTION A: 1:30 - 3:30 P.M. - SECTION B: 6:15 - 8:15 P.M. --;Mon. Wed. & Thurs.
All Courses are approved by Veterans Administration
The school is conveniently
located on the second floor of the new Prudential building in the heart of do wn t own Washi ngton.
.

1334 G STREET N.W., WASHINGTON

D.C. 20005

Drisko

at

338-7337 for information.

Why Nacrelli

I ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••
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Congress Puts GW On Notice
by The Hon. Shirley Chissolm
We are concerned about the Urban Law Institute of
George Washington University. It is a part of the law,
school--the National Law Center if you will--at George
Washington. Yet it derives its support from federal
funds authorized under the Legal Services Program of
O.E.O. As a Member of the House Education and
Labor Committee this program comes under the
jurisdiction of my Committee, so my interest is both
an official one and a personal one. My personal interest
is that it makes me boil to see a largely white
institution in this largely black city turn its back on a
program which by any measure has produced tangible
benefits for both the black community and for the law
school curriculum! The OED money which has been
invested in the Urban Law Institute has directly
benefitted the George Washin!Jton University by adding
about $1 million dollars to the educational program of
that University. The University recently came to the
Congress and asked for several million dollars to help
run their clinical program in medicine, including
support of the George Washington University Hospital.
With one hand they seek assistance and with the other
they turn it away! It is indeed ironic that the
University wants federal money to teach its medical
students through experience with live patients at the
medical hospital, but turns down federal money to
offer the same kind of training to law students. I don't
believe that it is too skeptical a position to take--to ask
whether this preference for one kind of clinical
.education at the expense of another is simply one way

to get the power of law out of the hands of those who
would use it to serve the poor and black people of the
District.
What is clinical education? It is your assurance and
my assurance that the practitioner who deals with
us--Iawyer or doctor--knows what he is doing. For
lawyers it means that they have not only taken a few
field trips into the ghetto to look at black folk, but
that they have actually worked on real legal problems
facing those people. That is what the Urban Law
Institute has been doing at G.W. It is one of the few
programs of its kind anywhere in the United
States-----and the decision by one man at the University
is apparently
enough to close down this vital
institution. Can a community tolerate such arrogance
in this day and age? Was the school faculty consulted?
No. Was the student body--which includes the second
largest number of black students in a "white"
university, next to Harvard--consulted? No. It does not
surprise me that the President of the Black Association
of Law Students of G.W. denounced this decision by
the Dean, Robert Kramer, as "racist"! It is a program
headed by a black woman attorney; its work is largely
in behalf of the poor black community of Washington;
and it has been a major attraction to black students to
apply to the G.W. law school. To say that it is a racist
action simply means that the effect of it is to hit black
people in every way--it fires a distinguished' black
attorney, it cuts off legal assistance for black people in
the city, and it deprives black people everywhere of
trained urban poverty lawyers. To say that the

university is not acting in a racist fashion is to ignore
.the plain facts.
'
The Urban Law Institute is the last reservoir of
hope to those who have been watching the ever
increasing attacks on the Legal Services Program. Now
the enemies of legal services for the poor are directing
their attack at the academic centers--the Urban Law
Institutes--where
poverty law is taught through
practical experience and involvement in real-life cases.
If they will do this, I "ask you, where will they stop? I
'urge concerned citizens who hear my voice to heed the
hadnwriting on the wall and resist this latest attack on
'the fundamental principle of legal services--that every
man and woman is entitled to legal counsel regardless
of race or class.
There has to be a mobilization if this program is to
be saved. The community here in D.C. has to fight and
fight hard. I am not just talking about the American
Bar ASsociation, but the others as well---the National
Legal Aid and Defenders Association, Poverty Lawyers
for
Effective
Advocacy,
the
National Bar
Association- where are these people at this critical
time? I am just one woman and one Member of
Congress, and I know that if we who are committed to
these principles do not help each other in a time of
need, there will be no one around to fight our fights,
and we will deserve exactly what is done to us, It is
time for all concerned people to act and to act boldly
to save the Urban Law Institute.

How Clinical Ed. Works

Course Development
by Arnold Johnson
Curriculum development
for the
Urban Law Institute has taken several
forms: 'the creation of entirely new
courses in the poverty law field; the
infusion of materials drawn from the
practice of poverty law into standard
law school courses, including the basic
required courses, the preparation of new
materials for professors teaching courses
related to poverty law, and the conduct
of clinical sessions which simultaneously
train those participating, and generate
case studies, monographs, and reports
which may be of use in other courses
subsequently offered.
Thus, for instance, clinical courses
conducted by the Urban Law Institute
have generated the materials which will
soon be published for widespread
distribution
dealing with housing
problems and consumer law. Materials
drawn from a practice manual in
landlord-tenant
la.w, combined with
specific case histories are now being
incorporated in the basic course on
"Civil
Procedure."
Assistance in
developing curriculum materials has
been given to professors teaching such
subjects as Civil Rights, Urban PlannJng
for the Inner City, Housing for the
Poor, and Land Development Law.'
Finally, courses which are entirely novel
or which draw upon an entirely new set
of materials developed under the Urban
Law Institute include Federal Programs,
Community Organization, Police in the
Community,
and .Corporations
tor
Economic Development.
The content of the courses offered
by the Urban Law Institute constantly
evolves, based on input from clinical
activities and other areas of ULI's work.
As an example of this, course
material designed for Fall, 1971 in the
Federal Programs course (Law 451) is
extracted from the widely publicized
"regionalization" fight within the OED
Legal Services Program. '
As a part of the LLM program
supervised by the Urban Law Institute,
Master's degree candidates
prepare
monographs on field and clinical work
as it progresses. These monographs are
prepared
individually
but can be
frouped topically for textbook use. For
example,
the following series of

monographs will appear as parts of
Chapters
of a forthcoming
ULI
Textbook
entitled
"Contemporary
Issues in Urban Law:"
"A Study of Abandoned Inner-City
Residential
Buildings," . by William
Nachbaur (ULI)
"The New Alchemists: A Study of
Speculation
in Federally-Subsidized
Housing Programs," by Eric Sirulnik
(ULI)
"Federally Sponsored Segregation in
Public Housing," by Charles Sevilla
(ULI)
"A Proposal for Zoning Juries," by
James Christiansen
"The Politics of a Federal Program:
Policy Making in Model Cities," by
Thomas Sobel
One current clinical section deals
with such matters as public housing,
management and maintenance problems
(involving issues raised in the course of
the recently won "Knox Hill" case);
problems of citizen participation and
tenant control posed by representing
the National Capital Housing Authority
Advisory Board; representation of the
Knox Hill, Frederick Douglass, Potomac
Gardens and Montana Terrace Tenant
Councils; the complex
relationship
between housing and municipal services
involved in the Anacostia case; legal
problems involving the financing of
public housing under the Brooke
Amendment, the 221 (d) (3) and 235
housing programs operated by the
Federal Housing Administration.
A second
clinical
section
concentrates on designing new legaI
institutions and forums for the airing
and redress of grievances. Thus,' by
utilizing the experience gained from
providing
technical
assistance
in
establishing
a People's
Forum
in
Memphis, the session is now working to
design a new administrative arm of the
D.C. Superior Court to handle the large
and growing volume of landlord-tenant.
cases.
A third clinical section is conducted
by the Director of ULI. It is by design
more open-ended and has dealt in the
past with such varied problems as
techniques
in
grantsmanship,
attorney-client relationships, the impact

Key Function

of revenue sharing plans on the poor,
racial
discrimination
in the bar,
including a five year strategy for
eliminating
such
discrimination,
attitudinal
and ethical aspects of
relationships between-an attorney and a
group client and strategies for bringing
the regional by-laws fo the National
Tenants Organization into line with the
National charter and by-laws.
These forms of clinical education
most closely parallel the form of clinical
education used in medical school, in
that the student learns by dealing with
"live" people and "live issues" in the
law. The problems of actual client
groups are analyzed by attorneys and
fellows working on the cases; legal
strategies are discussed and agreed on.
An adaptation
of clinical education
which may be susceptible of replication
in law schools which is relatively
inexpensive and on a far broader scale is
now being tested in a new course:
Federal
Programs-Community
Organization. This quasi-clinical course
is drawn from two "live" cases: one
involving the Model Cities Program in
Dayton, Ohio; the other involving the
design of the Fort Lincoln project in
Washington, D.C. In both instances, the
materials are presented to students as
"live situations" in the same order, and
with the same information or lack of
information, clarity and lack of clarity
with which they were originally faced
by U LI personnel. Session by session ,
new facts emerge, new events occur,
new complexities arise, new strategies
must be developed, and new legal
theories
explored.
The
client
appears-sometimes
live, sometimes on
tape-to present his perspective. The class
wrestles with the problem of exacting a
full statement of the facts from a live
client
and
reconciling
seeming
inconsistencies
between
different
versions of the stories and different
clients in the same case. The course is a
mixture of traditional clinical education
and "war game" techniques. So far, it
has proven to be one of the most
promising pedagogical innovations for
making
the
benefits
of clinical
ed u cat i on
available
for
mass
consumption.

The Consumer Protection program
has been one of the principal clinical
programs offered by the Urban Law
I ns ti tu t e for
undergraduate
(J.D.
candidate) law students.
During the first year of ULI's
operations,
a course in consumer
protection was taught by Professor Jean
Cahn. Subsequently the course and
clinical program in consumer protection
have been headed by Professor Donald
Rothschild.
By August, 1970, the Consumer
Protection Center operated by G.W. law
students at WTTG-TV, Channel 5, in
Washington, D.C., had processed over
2,000 consumer complaints.
Students in the Consumer Protection
Center also designed a complaint
manual to instruct both new students
coming into the course and other
potential consumer complaint centers
nationwide. This manual was prepared
under the general supervision of John
McGonagle, a ULI attorney who headed
the complaint center.
Under the Clinical Experiment phase
of the program, commercial television
and teaching in the public high schools
have
been used to get to. the
community. Both of these vehicles play
an important part in the application of
theory underlying the course. Both
graduate
and
undergraduate"
law
students have participated in the high
school teaching program.
In addition to the methodology of
the clinical program, another important
purpose of the consumer protection
course has been to develop lasting
curriculum reform materials for use in
law schools nationwide. A textbook on
selected problems in consumer law is
nearing publication
in Fall, 1971.
Overall, the ULI has been the
primary contributor
to the relevant
clinical curriculum for which G.W. has
achieved a national reputation. The loss
of the ULI means not only the loss of
the broadest based clinical education
.proqrarn in the country, but means a
blow to a law center whose reputation
was only recently taking on national
prominence.
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Jeon Cohn Intends To Win
by Tom Kelly
Jean Camper Cahn gets into fights.
She has been getting into them all her
life.
She grew up in Baltimore, the
daughter of Dr. John Camper, a Black
All-American football player who was a
Black militant
when most Negro
professionals were noted for their mild
manners. Jean has never been mild.
When
she
was a student
at
Swarthmore she led a successful boycott
against the town's white barbers who
wouldn't cut Black peoples' hair.
After she graduated from Yale Law
School she fought the Mayor of New
Haven over the limited legal services
given poor people in the city's poineer
community action program.
First OEO Legal Aid
She designed and ran the Office of
Economic Opportunity's original Legal
Services Program-which
put 2000
young lawyers in slums and ghettoes
aacross the country in service of the
poor.
And she fought with Sargent Shriver,
OEO's first director, and with Frank
Carlucci, the latest, to keep it honest ..
By a vote of the faculty of the
National Law Center, she became the
first Director of George Washington's
Urban Law Institute in 1968, and in
that professional capacity she and her
students have fought the, Mayor of
Washington, the Department of Housing
and Urban Development, the FCC and
other powers too numerous to mention.
Interestinglymariy
of' her opponents
have not only respected her, they have
commended
her. Washington's City
Council, which was sued by the ULI this
January-passed
a resolution praising
the Institution- only weeks later.
Upon leaving Legal Services and
before coming to G.W., Mrs. Cahn set
up her own successful private law
practice. Her office was right next to
that of Arnold and Porter; and like
I
Arnold and Porter she represented
corporations
before
the federal
government. The difference was that she
practiced
before a new range of
agenciesthe federal grant-making
agencies. Her private practice did not,
however, prevent her from becoming
involved in some of the more exciting
pro bono cases. As counsel to the Child
Development
Group of Mississippi
(CDGMj, she took on a 'head long fight
to gain re-funding for that group while
CDGM was embattled with OEO and
Senator Stennis. When Congress refused
to seat ADam Clayton Powell, she and
Bill Kunstler, joined by Arthur Kinoy
and later other lawyers, fought first in
the House itself before the Celler

Committee and later in the courts in the
now famous case ofPowellv. McMillan,
a case everyone said couldn't be won.
But of COurse that wasn't new. People
said that there was no such thing as
poverty law and no reputable law school
would ever have it in their curriculum
except in the summers, perhaps for
women. People said that you couldn't
get CDGM re-funded, because with
Senator Stennis and the' Johnson
Administration lined up against it, it
was hopeless. But CDGM was re-funded.
They called her a fool when she said
Congress was obliged to seat Powell. But
the Supreme Court agreed. Prophets of
doom said that the Murphy Amendment
and the regionalization fights couldn't
be won. She felt differently and that
was won too.
Now many people say that th~re is
no need to fight for the life of the
Urban Law Institute because Dean
Kramer's decision is irreversible. She
doesn't think so. She has been in a long
list of so-called hopeless battles from an
early age and she has an uncanny record
of winning. Given her remarkably
successful record and her impressive
credentials, it is hard to dismiss her as a
mere
trouble-maker.
Indeed, her
credentials are impeccable as both a
practitioner and Professor of Law.

National Recognition
She sits, as the first woman, on
the Yale Council, and is a member of
the Executive Committee of the Yale
Law School. She holds under the Nixon
Administration
appointments
to the
U.S. Administrative Conference and to
the judicial Conference of the District
of Columbia. In his consumer message
to Congress on February 24, 1971,
President
Nixon
announced
the
formation'
of a new non-profit
corporation
to deal' with consumer
matters; this body would be directed by
a 12 member board headed by Roger
Crampton. Jean Cahn was requested to
accept a seat on that board. In addition;
she has received awards from Hubert
Humphrey, Sargent Shriver, and the
D.C.
City Council for outstanding
national and community service.
On the academic level, jean Cahn has
taught at the law schools of Howard and
Yale, as well as being a visiting Professor
of Law here at G.W. Her scholarly
writings, often in collaboration with her
husband
Edgar,
have
achieved
nationwide status. 'The Cahns' classic
law review article, "The War on
Poverty: A civilian Perspective",
is
attributed to have generated the new

ULI Staff Attorney Stephen Schatzow poses with members of a tenants council which
the Urban La,w Institute helped to create and then represented.
'
currents of thought regarding poverty
law and the need for representation of
the poor. At 35 'years of age she is .at
much at homw with the 'establishment
, as she is sitting in, the home of public
housing tenants whom she counts
among her-freinds.

Jean
friends,
people;
energies
service.
Kramer's
win.

Camper' Cahn says that her
her very life belong to her
her reputation and her vast
have and will continue in their
She intends to fight Dean
decision.
She intents to

The System Charade
[Excerpted
20, 1971.]

by Robert Walters
from the Evening Star, Feb.

It was only a few years aqo-eback in
the mid-1960s when America was first
confronted with the real, or imagined,
threat on the part of the country's
yound people to burn down, rip off
or tear up everything sacred to their
elders-that
the slogan, "work within
the system," gained popular acceptance.
A relative handful of young people
never got the message, and continued to
burn, bomb and plot for armed
revolution.
But
one
group
of young
professionals, in particular ,listened to
those
words
and believed them.
Thousands of young lawyers, who saw
their calling as a particularly effective
means to bring about dramatic but
orderly change in the nation's priorities,
accepted the challenge.
They rapidly developed a host of
new specialties-poverty
law, consumer
law, Selective Service legal counseling,
environmental
law and others. Man
joined
the
Office
of Economic
Opportunity's
Legal Services Program,
while
others
working
in large
"establishment"
law firms successfully
campaigned for company time to engage
in "pro bono" work.
The ULI case is hardly an isolated
one. The faculty at that same law
school, George Washington, has voted to
deny tenure to John Banzhaf, one of
the
nation's
most
aggressive
practitioners of consumer law (although
student pressure now has forced a
reconsideration of that decision).

Similarly, Rep. Bob Wilson, of
California, chairman of the Republican
Congressional
Committee,
recently
unleashed an unprecedented attack on
Ralph Nader, the best known of this
country's
law-oriented
reformers.
California Gov. Ronald Reagan has
successfully prevailed on the White
House to refuse a year-long refunding
for California Rural Legal Assistance,
the most successful of the legal aid
proqrarns sponsored by the Office of
Economic Opportunity.
In each of those actions, a number of
allegations were hurled at the young
lawyerstrafficking
with Black
Panthers,
soliciting clients, illegal
practice of law and the like-but behind
the camouflage, there was the same
basic reasoning in eachcasejs The young
lawyers touched too many of our
societv's exposed nerves.
In the courts and before the
regulatory commissions they compelled
food processors, auto manufacturers,
television station owners, slumlords,
cigarette
makers,
mass
transit
companies, advertising agencies, real
estate
developers,
detergent
manufacturers and steel companies to
explain why and how they have failed
to meet so many of society's needs.
But the young lawyers made one
mistake: They accepted the challenge
and beat the "establishment" at its own
game by devising innovative ways to use
the "rule of law" in bringing about'
orderly
social
ch
Now,
the
"work-within-the-system"
charade
is
about to end.

Shriver Backs ULI
[From
an interview
withSargerit
Shriver, first director of OED, by John
Cochran of WRC- TV.}

Art Tho~as, who set up a student advocacy center in Dayton, Ohio, with Urban
Law Institute help, chats with a ULI staff attorney, Mrs. Merry Hudson.

Cochran:The university says it simply
shouldn't be engaged in the practice of
law, that its law students shouldn't-at
Ieast
under the auspices of the
university. I take it you disagree.
'Shriver: Well, yes I do. It seems to
me that universities are engaged in the
practice of practically everything else.
They engage in the practice of medicine
as they have student
doctors
in
hospitals.
They have their own
professors working in hospitalsat
George Washington University hospital
to practice in medicine.
Many universities- also have schools

of education which teach people how to
be teachers and they conduct clinical
courses for those teachers so that they
get experience in classrooms.
M IT recently
helped out very
significantly in the flight to the moon.
There was a course correction that had
to be made, you remember, and that
was made by the guidance center at
MIT. So it's working in the area of the
physical sciences. In fact, it's hard to
think of an area of contemporary life in
which universities do not have clinical
work. Except now it seemsthat it's bad
to bring justice to the people. You can
bring them help, you can bring them
education, but you can't bring them
justice.

